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4,000 parade through London, November 11th 


Government soft-soaps 
as crisis darkens 


The national economic weather looks 
bleaker than ever as we enter the run up 
to 1974. Trade figures are worse than ever 
and the stock exchange shows distinct danger 
signals; an energy crisis looms before us as 
the effects of a world oil shortage increase 
and as industrial unrest threatens other 
sources of power, such as electricity and 
coal; inflation rides as rampant as ever, 
despite the Government trying to maintain 
the charade of ‘phase 3’ of its counter- 
inflation policy. 

In the face of this crisis situation our 
rulers offer nothing more imaginative than a 
diet of the most shoddy brand of soft soap. 
Trade and Industry Minister Peter Walker 
pops up all over the country like a regular 
performing soothsayer, telling us ad nauseam 
that a great ‘boom’ is just around the corner 
providing we have patience, don’t ‘rock the 


boat’ and put our trust in the gang of 
politicians who for the last three and a half 
years have led us to one catastrophe after 
another. Indeed, despite what Heath and his 
paid apologists might say, the only ‘boom’ 
awaiting us the way we are presently going is 
the final explosion of the British economy as 
it meets its nemesis of destruction. 


Roots of Middle East 
trouble 


The Government might claim that the 
oil shortage is due to circumstances beyond 
its power. There is an element of truth in 
this in so far as the present Government is an 
inheritor of a Middle Eastern situation that is 
the fruit of half a century of misguided 
British foreign policy. 

During a recent radio programme the 
Editor of Spearhead had a questioner put to 
him the supposition that on a basis of 
private likes and dislikes he would support 
the Arabs in the Middle Eastern conflict and 
oppose the Jews. The very question itself 
was indicative of the muddled thinking that 
lies behind British attitudes in every kind of 
international situation. What is muddled is 
the view that private likes or dislikes — to 
saying nothing of approval or disapproval of 
this or that type of foreign government — 
should count in the slightest in determining 
with whom, if anyone, Britain should side. 
Probably, few people in Britain really like 
the Arabs and a great many despise them; on 
the other hand, quite a lot of people in 
Britain like the Jews and an even greater 
number respect them. This, however, is 
neither here nor there. 

What matters.is that the Arabs control 
the world’s greatest oilfields and are likely to 
control them for a long time yet. Britain’s 
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oil supplies are vitally dependent on Arab 
goodwill. 

Any commonsense appreciation of 
British strategy for the 20th Century would 
have recognised that British support for the 
setting up of the state of Israel in the Middle 
East was pure insanity in the face of these 
facts. We have seen suffering from this 
insanity ever since in the instability that was 
bound to persist in the area and the effect 
that that instability was bound to have in 
the threat to vital supplies of fuel and, not 
least, in the opening that it provided for 
Communist subversion of the region — an 
opening of which the Soviets have taken 
grateful advantage. 

This harmful state of affairs is accoun- 
table to one thing and one thing alone: the 
colossal weight of Zionist influence and 
power within Britain and throughout the 
Western world, which has bent British policy 
to its will in one great international situation 
after another. 

To state the fact of this Zionist power 
is not to be anti-Jewish. The Jews are to be 
commended for intelligently and single- 
mindedly working for their own interests. 
From their own point of view their policies 
are entirely right. Condemnation we reserve 
for the politicians of Britain who have failed 
to show the same intelligence and single- 
mindedness in the furtherance of British 
interests but who instead have preferred to 
grovel, cringe and kow tow before the 
pressure of Zionist power in order to preserve 
their worthless little political skins. 


Sell out of North 
Sea oil? 


As economic trouble mounts, the 
Government attempts to soothe us with the 
promise of eldorado when our North Sea oil- 
fields are delivering the goods. For all the 
world it would sound as if the existence of 
these oilfields are in some way to the credit 
of the Government rather than a work of 
nature! In previous issues we have drawn 
attention of readers to the likelihood that 
these oil reserves are in fact being sold out 
by the Government. 

Our latest information is that a deal is 
being prepared in Whitehall under which a 
loan of £600 million will be obtained from 
certain financial interests on the Continent 
in order to bail the British economy out of 
its current mess — in return for an under- 
taking to commit an appropriate part of 
North Sea oil output for the use of the 
parties concerned. 

This proposed deal has received almost 
no publicity in the newspapers, and it is 
obvious that it is intended to be secret. If 
the information about it is true, this con- 
stitutes an act of the worst kind of treason 
by the Government as well as a deception 
against the general public. 


Heenan champions life 


Spearhead never expected to find an 
ally in Cardjnal Heenan, the Roman Catholic 
Primate, who on many occasions has made 
statements which identify him firmly with 
the forces threatening to destroy this country. 
Last month, however, he made a stand for 
which he is to be congratulated. 

Speaking at a mass at Westminster 
Cathedral, he said that Britain was facing an 
organised attack on life itself in the form of 
the ‘population control’ campaign. Contra- 
ceptive pills for all, and abortion for those 
who forgot to take the pill, then free 
vasectomy for men: all these things came 
under attack from him. He condemned the 
view that “before life begins it should be 
prevented,” and that “before it develops it 
should be destroyed.” 

“The great attack on life in this 
country is going to have results which few 
can imagine,” he said. “We shall soon be a 
disappearing race.” 

That the Cardinal should have attacked 
birth control from a moral and Catholic 
point of view might have caused no surprise, 
but the manner of his attack suggested that 
it went beyond this and showed a real 
awareness of the biological menace involved. 
Speaking on television after the mass, he said 
that it was a myth that Britain itself was 
overpopulated and that birth control in 
Manchester or Liverpool would not solve 
overpopulation problems in other parts of 
the world. He wanted the British in future, 
he said, to be a strong race, not a feeble one 
— as she certainly would be if present trends 
continued. 

The Cardinal, though he may have 
earned our condemnation in the past, is to be 
congratulated on this occasion for performing 
a real service to the cause of sanity in Britain. 


Liberal prostitution 


in Scotland 


Reports have it that the Liberals are in 
the process of making a deal with the Scots 
nationalists for the contesting of future 
elections in Scotland. The proposal is that 
each stays out of the other’s way so that 
neither takes the other’s votes. The quid- 
pro-quo is the support of the Liberals in the 
future of most of the Nationalists’ aims. 

It has often been urged of Spearhead 
and the National Front that we should ‘row 
along’ with nationalists of Scotland and 
Wales with the idea of ‘buying’ support in 
those areas. We have steadfastly resisted 
these propositions because we are British 
nationalists and it is a matter of simple 
reality that British nationalism and Scots 
and Welsh (or for that matter English) 
nationalism are mutually exclusive of each 
other. Political nationalism in Scotland or 
Wales (which should not be confused with a 
healthy pride in regional identity and heri- 
tage) is destructive of the unity and survival 


of the United Kingdom and the British 
world. It is a dangerous and malignant 
development out of which anti-British forces 
alone can profit and which should be opposed 
with all means within our power. To say 
this is not to deny that people in Scotland 
and Wales, or for that matter parts of 
England, have got legitimate local grievances 
against the political power centre in London. 
The break-up of the United Kingdom, how- 
ever, is no way towards the solution of those 
grievances. 

The Editor of Spearhead and Chairman 
of the National Front has an ancestral back- 
ground that is at least as much Celtic as 
English, and the same can be said for many 
of his colleagues. We are proud of this Celtic 
background and care very much for the 
future of our Celtic lands of origin. For this 
reason we deplore political opportunists who 
seek to exploit their contemporary problems 
for unpatriotic and subversive ends, whether 
they be Liberals or otherwise. 


Miners right, 


Government wrong 


While Spearhead has no sympathy with 
the way Communist elements have been 
trying to exploit our winter fuel difficulties 
by the timing of the miners’ strike, nor has 
it any sympathy with the Government either. 

The claim of the miners for more pay 
is in fact a thoroughly just one in the light 
of galloping inflation and of the harsh 
conditions of work that are inherent in the 
industry. The mere fact that there has 
been a huge exodus of workers from the 
industry over the past year or so means that 
— quite apart from consideration of justice — 
the simple law of labour supply and demand 
requires that miners’ money is upped to a 
level that will see the industry adequately 
manned to cope with an age in which coal 
is going to increase, rather than decrease, 
in importance. 

Had Britain a sensible and modern 
system for resolving industrial disputes, the 
miners’ claim would have been put to a 
properly constituted and government- 
appointed industrial board a long time ago 
when the first danger signals appeared — 
and probably met by a substantial increase. 
In the broader sense, had an outdated 
economic system not plunged Britain into 
the present inflationary spiral the Govern- 
ment would be able to meet such a pay 
clam without the inflationary shadow 
hovering over it. 

The very fact that the showdown has 
been postponed to this crucial winter period, 
when unreliability of oil supplies from the 
Middle East places an additional burden on 
other sources of fuel is an appalling indict- 
ment of Government incompetence and 
enslavement to outdated systems — and 
this is particularly galling in view of the 
fact that it now allows politically motivated 
trouble-makers in the coal industry to come 


forward posing as the good friends of the 
British collier. 


Chile reds not wanted 


The report that thousands of left-wing 
refugees from the military take-over of 
Chile are headed for Britain should be cause 
for anger and alarm. 

Contrary to what many people have 
been brainwashed into believing by the mass 
media, Britain’s traditional habit of allowing 
itself to become a sanctuary for political 
exiles of other countries (regardless of their 
type) has done untold harm. It has merely 
meant the breeding of an increasing class of 
left-wing ‘intelligentsia’ with cosmopolitan 
roots and little loyalty to Britain. We have 
only to scan the pages of the thousands of 
anti-national newspapers and periodicals to 
see what a massive contribution is made 
to their contents by ‘intellectuals’ whose 
names indicate foreign ancestry of ‘quite 
recent incidence. The same is so of the 
world of broadcasting; during your next night 
in front of the TV make a note of the names 
of the people listed among the producers, 
scriptwriters, directors, etc. of one pro- 
gramme after another to see how much of 
the content of Britain’s communications 
media is foreign-inspired. 

Certain people would of course be 
highly delighted at the prospect of this 
cosmopolitan society being augmented by 
the arrival of droves of Chilean (and we 
understand Cuban and other Latin American 
lefties. So far as we are concerned, how- 
ever, there are much more suitable places 
for them to go in the world — Russia or 
China coming first to mind. The fact that 
these drop-outs from every political up- 
heaval over the earth always seem to have 
to end up in our own country — and thence 
through their activities or those of their 
offspring become a constant source of 
trouble to us — is something that should 
cause us all to think deeply about the 
wisdom and the foresight of the powers 
ruling us. 


Fact overtakes satire 


Students have demanded that sex- 
education must be introduced which will 
teach schoolchildren that homosexuality is 
an acceptable form of conduct. 

They are also calling for the establish- 
ment of a university chair of homosexual 
studies and for the right of homosexual 
couples to adopt children. Children’s up- 
bringing, they say, should not lead them 
to make clear cut distinctions between 
roles played by men and women. Sex 
education should be used to blur these 
distinctions. Homosexual couples should 
have the same rights as married couples. 

A quote from the columns of Peter 
Simple about the students of Stretchford 
University? No, a factual report from the 
National Union of Students. 
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Rabbi Urges Whites To Marry Negroes 


SEPTEMBER 5, 


MACLEAN’S REVIEWS 


Marches and civil-rights demonstrations can 
dramatize the immediate imperative of justice. 
Religious teaching can now enunciate the chal- 
lenge of brotherhood. Education can vitalize, 
to a degree, the abstract principles of anthro- 
pology. Fair-employment laws and other civil 
rights legislation can protect minorities from 
overt discrimination. 

QNE WORLD, ONE RACE 

But legislation cannot change the human 
heart. The only way we can accomplish that, 
the only way we can achieve a Final Solution 
to racial prejudice, is to create a mélange of 


races sO universal that no one can preea him- 
self on his racial “purity” or practise the 
barbarism to safeguard it. 

The deliberate encouragemen interraci 
Marriages is the only _w. hasten this proc- 
ess. And it may be that time is pe short. 

he dominance of our world has begun to 

ift, like cargo in a listing vessel, from_ the 
white races to the colored. The sooner we 
adjust to this fact, the better it will be for .our 
children. For we might well acknowledge, 
even the most enlightened of us, that _we will 
never completely eliminate racial prejudice 


until we eliminate separate Traces. 


RABBI ABRAHAM L. FEINBERG 
says the one solution to 
racial conflict 

is interracial marriage 


FOR SMALL-L LIBERALS — and most Canadians 
fall into this category — one of the most 
nagging dilemmas of their creed is the. gap 
between the preaching and the practice of 
racial equality. We support the civil rights 
movement in the U. S.; we insist that the 
color of a man’s skin shouldn’t deprive him 
of the right to a cup of coffee or a seat in a_ 
theatre; some enthusiasts even Picket southern 
segregationists when they visit Canada, and 
most Canadians, I think, support the senti- 
ments of such demonstrators. 

Yet for all our protestations to the con- 
trary, we seldom act as though all races were 
equal. Most Canadians who talk equality have 
seldom been on close terms with a Negro. 
Many women supporters of the civil rights 
movement feel a little uneasy when a young 
Negro sits down beside them on a bus. And 
many of the most enlightened of us would, in 
all honesty, have to answer “no” when con- 
fronted with the old question that. segrega- 
tionists always use to clinch an argument: 
“Would you want your sister to marry one?” 

This “no,” this refusal to sanction the mix- 
ing of the races, is the final bastion of Tace 


hostility. Until we learn to ‘fight_our, ingrown 


fears of sexual relations between the r aces th 
QOnly_ when we po longer raise our eyebrows 


Only w we Taise_ our eyebrows 
at the sight of a ro h hands with a 
West have begun to tear the 


white girl 
facial poison from its vitals. Such a change 


will See an_inside-out_remodelling of the 
white it e, for our fear of mixed marriages 


is deeply rooted. But th us 
sometime. Why not now? 


We feature on this page two cuttings from 
newspapers in the United States and Canada. The 


of other or no religious affiliations will 
slow! 


jntermarriage is suicide — 
national and personal!-T j 
surer way to destroy the Jewish eile: 
20 to marry out of the faith. Un- 


checked, the present trend of young 
Jewish boys and girls to choose mates 


EO ut the unique 


entity prin- 

ciples wn anes so much 
to perme culture and civiliza- 

i from ce of the 

The csr ese experiences of 

three thousand years, the rich herit 
ofa people, all of which are rightfully 
yours, are béing ignobly ignored and 
cast aside. What a pity! What a waste! 
What a'shame! 


JEWISH IS BEAUTIFUL 

Do you realize what you are 
throwing away? A way of life that has 
given to the world some of its highest 
ideals of ethics and morality. A love 
for learning and education that has 
produced some of the world’s greatest 
minds. A rock-bound faith that has 


enabled an oppressed and persecuted 
to) er nd preserve its 
Pr T T 


ty far longer than almost any: 
other nation. Where else, in today’s 


world, can you find such strength, such 


beauty, such nobility of spirit? What 


Jews! Don’ 
‘mix-in-match! 


can you hope to gain in exchange for 


‘this faith of your fathers? How:can 


you so lightly discard that which your 
ancestors have so often sacrificed 
their lives for? . 


COME, LET US REASON TOGETHER 

True, strange winds are blow- 
ing these days. Different values, dif- 
ferentideals. You may have troubling 
questions about Judaism - nd Jewish- 
ness. Perhaps you have notiiad 
sufficient opportunity to learn about 
your heritage, to understand and: 
appreciate the riches it holds in store 
for you. So let us talk together. After 
all, this is not a matter for hasty de- 
cisions. We know. For over 30 years 
we have counseled many others with 
similar problems —and many have 
thanked us for the guidance we have. 
been able to give them. 

Obviously, we force no one to 
do anything against his will. We shame 
no one. We merely talk — explaining, 
illustrating, illuminating. . and the 
ultimate decision is yours. 


ONE FINAL WORD 

If this message affects you 
directly, please take it to heart. If it 
applies to a relative or friend, urge 
him to contact us, or contact us 


Jews! Be Jewish! 


a division of 


National Committee for Furtherance of Jewish Education 


cutting on the right, from the New York Times, ; 824 Eastern Parkway, Brooklyn, N.Y. 11213 


reflects a sentiment which we can admire and 


respect. But it contrasts oddly with the statement of Gilbert Aronowitz ¢ J. James Plesser © Herman H. Cohen, Presidium 
another member of the same community printed in . 


the Chtadian Maclean's Reviews. Why the difference? Founded 1941 Samuel C. Rubin, Chairman of the Board ® Rabbi Jacob J. Hécht, 


Perhaps our readers can tell us. = 
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IAN STEVENSON 


A Teacher's 
Look at 


THE LABOUR PARTY now plans to abolish 
public schools in order to further their 
social and political ends. This is, however, 
not new. Schools have usually been regarded 
as vehicles of political thought, sometimes 
to support old ways, sometimes to foment 
revolution. 

Education is a great subject for holding 
amateur opinions on. Most think they know 
how schools should be ordered. I spent 
three years at college learning about, and 
actually doing a little teaching. When I left 
I thought I had some idea of what education 
should be about. Some years’ experience 
and my views have undergone quite an 
overhaul. 

British education in 1973 seems to be 
in a state of confusion. Some dissention and 
discussion is necessary, but teachers are now 
bombarded by advice, complaint and 
criticism. Suggestions range from returning 
to the methods of 1923 to the ‘de-schooling’ 
concept. 

Government is one of the main sources 
of confusion. The Raising of the School 
Leaving Age (ROSLA) is the latest infliction. 
This has contributed to widespread and rising 
truancy, indiscipline, insolence and even 
violence — an example not unnoticed by 
younger pupils! This move was considered 
to be a nonsense by most secondary school 
teachers, although their unions loyally sup- 
ported the Government. Terry Casey of the 
N.A.S. was an exception in representing the 
reservations of his members. Most of the 
children affected and their parents were, in 
my experience, against it. Nevertheless, 
Parliament decided that this was a ‘great 
step forward’ for which we unenlightened 
opponents would thank them in time. 

Misunderstanding between home and 
school is all too easy. Not only are today’s 
schools different but most of the children 
not taking G.C.E. or C.S.E., and their parents 
see the task of the school as getting them ‘a 
good job’. Teachers see their role as 
educational rather than vocational. Most 
jobs are learnt actually doing it and schools 
can do little in preparation. Those children 
who hope to enter the professions may be 
taking exams as a ‘meal-ticket’ rather than 
for love of learning, but academic study is 


obviously more relevant. It is often argued 
by the ‘experts’ that the answer lies in a 
‘more relevant curriculum’. Teachers are 
ae hard to do this but they do not wish 
to work as trainers of labour for various 
employers, even if the children wish this. 
They often wish to give to as many children 
as possible that intangible ‘spiritual’ gain that 
they had from education. 

Relevancy does not mean only looking 
at one’s own backyard. I, as a history 
teacher, think it important that children 
should know something of how their world 
came about. I think it important that they 
should know about the two world wars in 
which their country played such a part; also 
of the change in social conditions, of the 
British Empire and its passing. So much 
‘media history’ is so slanted that it becomes 
doubly important for them to have a chance 
of proper teaching. 

So-called ROSLA courses have been 
devised for the Fifth Year and they include 
lessons on types of insurance, drugs, trade 
unions, how to use a bank, the system of 
voting, the local council, visits to Old People’s 
Homes, factories etc. Surely, one would 
think, this was relevant? Yet many of the 
ROSLA children reject it! 

One cannot really blame the kids. 
After ten years at school they feel that if 
they are not a success with books then the 
extra year, however it is done, is sheer prison. 
Whatever teachers say, Society feels that 
‘school success’ is academic success. 

Physically and mentally, many 16 year 
olds are really young men and women. They 
want to make their mark in the world, earn 
money and be independent. 

Education is a continuing process; it 
doesn’t stop at 16. It should not be beyond 
our wit to offer people more education after 
they have left school, whatever their age and 
ability — providing they want it. We should 
lower the leaving age back to 15, as New 
Zealand has done. One famous headmaster 
has recently suggested that they could leave 
at 14 if they reached a required standard. It 
would at least provide an incentive. 

ROSLA has accentuated an increasing 
problem, that of discipline. Obviously self- 
discipline is best but if it cannot be obtained 
then the alternative is not, as some theorists 
seem to suggest, none at all, but one that is 
reasonably imposed. 

Much of the trouble seems to arise 
because of the attitude of the local authority 
officers and local politicians. Most of these 
people have never taught in a school and are 
prey to each passing educational fad and 
administrative convenience. Governors and 
managers are local councillors, some of 
whom are well informed, intelligent people 
but far too many of whom are more con- 
cerned with their party view or their own 
theory of education or even simply appearing 
to look as if they understand what is going 
on in schools. Far too many appear to feel 
that any form of corporal punishment is 
wrong. At least one County Education 


Officer has declared that he will not support 
any teacher who uses any physical punish- 
ment. This might look very progressive in 
Whitehall and even get his name in the 
Birthday Honours, for example, but it doesn’t 
go down too well with a teacher confronted 
with some little (or not so little) thug quite 
prepared to use violence on him. 

Baroness Wootton is at this moment 
trying to pass a Bill through the Lords 
abolishing corporal punishment in all schools 
and borstals. Schools and society will there- 
fore be even more at the mercy of un- 
scrupulous minorities. 

With such leadership many headmasters 
of this ultra-liberal outlook are now selected 
to run schools. Many other heads are now 
less willing to deal firmly with trouble makers 
as they know they will get little backing. As 
wrong-doers ‘get away with it’ the conviction 
grows that authority is soft and people can 
do as they like. Some even call this ‘free- 
dom’. Frustrated classroom teachers, un- 
willing to risk their careers, sometimes resort 
to desperate measures to keep order. 
Occasionally these are seized upon by the 
press eager for sensation — ‘sadistic teacher’ 
or the ‘blackboard jungle’. 

An underlying mistake is that too 
many people have persuaded themselves that 
environment is the key factor. Of course, 
there is little one can do about an individual’s 
genetic make-up and so teachers must con- 
centrate on providing the best educational 
environment. This has lead some to believe, 
wrongly in my view, that unequal educational 
attainment reflects only unequal housing, 
income and social class. Apart from reducing 
Britain to a ‘fair’ sameness, the usual remedy 
to spend money. Local Authorities are 
facing cuts in expenditure next year. There 
will be a great outcry from these people, 
partly justifiable, but even massive amounts 
of cash will not raise standards. If, for 
example, little Johnny’s parents allow him 
tostay up to midnight watching the late night 
movie he will be in no state to benefit from 
the best teacher with the most expensive 
apparatus. Old fashioned, and cheap 
methods of quiet concentration and boring 
old hard work will give better results than 
introducing European Studies or closing 
down Eton. 

Some money could be found by 
scrapping ROSLA but it is unlikely to 
happen. The politicians must be seen to be 
concerned and doing something for the 
‘underprivileged’. 

We need less interference in education 
for political or other ends. We need less 
preaching from _ sociologists and_ self- 
appointed experts. We need to regain our 
standards and our realism. We must recognise 
that some children are academically able, 
and should be valued and taught as such. 
Also we must teach the others according to 
their aptitude, not according to a theory of 
equality. Yet in rejecting many of the 
modern trends we must be careful not to 
throw out the child with the hogwash. 
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THE ATTACK ON 


PART 4 


SOUTHERN AFRICA 


“SOUTH AFRICA’S problems will not be 
solved in the glass palace of the U.N.O.. They 
will be solved here in South Africa by the 
South Africans themselves and by nobody 
else.” (Statement by South African Premier 
Mr. John Vorster on October 14, 1967). 
Despite repeated requestsfor non-interference 
the high priests of international liberalism 
and communism are determined to dictate 
and dominate the internal policies of South 
Africa. The Republic is increasingly subject 
to terrorist activities on her borders, inter- 
national boycott of sporting and cultural 
events and an active world-wide campaign to 
isolate the nation. What are the real reasons 
for this, and who is behind the campaign? 


GLASS PALACE HOSTILITIES 


Set up under General Assembly Reso- 
lution 1761 of 6 November 1962, the U.N. 
‘Special Committee on Apartheid’ is com- 
posed of up to 18 members appointed by the 
Assembly President. There is a notable 
absence of white non-communist countries 
on the Committee, the Chairman of which is 
a Mr. E. Ogebe Ogbu (Nigeria), the Vice 
Chairman a Mr. Vladimir Martynenko 
(Ukraine-U.S.S.R.) and the Rapporteur is an 
Indian, Mr. Syed Barakat Ahmad. Other 
countries making up the present ‘Special 
Committee’ are: Algeria, Sudan, Ghana, 
Guinea, Haiti, Malaysia, Nepal, Syria, Peru, 
Phillippines, Somalia, Trinidad and Tobago 
and Hungary. The Committee’s propaganda 
agency ‘Unit on Apartheid’ churns out a 
profusion of documents with such ludicrous 
titles as: ‘Apartheid — a form of slavery’; 
‘The Torture of Prisoners in South Africa’; 
‘Repression against Students’; ‘Irish Op- 
position to Apartheid’; “The Politics of 
Sport’ and ‘South Africa’s Finest Citizens’ 
(the last glorifying terrorists and subversives). 
Due mainly to the Special Committee’s 
activities, South Africa is now banned from 
the Olympic Games, international football, 
swimming and other team sports and the 
International Labour Organisation and U.N. 
Food and Agriculture Organisation. Contact 
is also barred with international playwrights, 
musicians unions and other cultural organis- 
ations. And at the present time, great 
pressure is being brought on the World 
Medical Association and _ International 
Monetary Fund. The Special Committee has 
demanded full support for ‘liberation move- 
ments’ and even urged action against South 
African Airways. It also works fanatically for 
the expulsion of South Africa from the 
U.N.O. itself. On the Special Committee’s 
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agenda this year was a discussion on March 
30 of ‘Ways and means of mobilizing the 
information media in the intensified inter- 
national campaign against apartheid’. And 
on 2nd April, U.N. Secretary General Kurt 
Waldheim told the Special Committee, “The 
situation in Southern Africa has been one of 
my dominant concerns since I took office” 
and he later spoke of the “elimination of the 
evil disease of racial discrimination.” More 
recently, in October, the Special Committee 
sent a delegation to the World Congress of 
Peace Forces — in Moscow. But the Special 
Committee’s main purpose is ‘advising’ the 
General Assembly, which accordingly passes 
more and more extreme resolutions con- 
demning the South African government. In 
Resolution 311, 4 February 1972, the 
Security Council also reiterated its ‘total 
opposition’ to the policies of South Africa. 
This Resolution called upon the South 
African Government to release all prisoners 
convicted of terrorism, called on all countries 
to strictly observe the arms embargo, urged 
all states to contribute funds for ‘training 
purposes’ for the ‘victims’ of apartheid (!) 
and decided to urgently examine methods of 
changing the present situation in South 
Africa. 


RED TERROR 


The Communist Party of South Africa 
was founded on July 29th 1921. And in 
1949 Moses Kotane, leader of C.P.S.A. also 
became Secretary General of the African 
National Congress, a (then) moderate body 
formed in 1912 to promote Bantu interests. 


After being outlawed by the Suppression of c 


Communism Act in 1950, the communists 
went underground, totally infiltrating the 
A.N.C. which then adopted a more militant 
policy. In 1959 certain extremists under the 
leadership of Robert Sobukwe broke away to 
form the Pan African Congress. Both groups 
proceeded to organise rioting against the pass 
laws — which resulted in the tragedy of 
Sharpeville. Following Sharpeville in 1960 
the A.N.C. and P.A.C. were banned and went 
underground forming separate terror factions. 
P.A.C. terrorists took the name of ‘Pogo’ 
and the A.N.C. faction ‘Umkhonto We 
Sizwe’ (Spear of the Nation). Poqo’s plan 
was one of pure terrorism and a number of 
whites were hacked to death with pangas 
throughout 1963. The more professional 
A.N.C. organised in cells — sabotaging vital 
installations — which culminated in a planned 
revolution known as ‘Operation Mayibuye’. 
In this plan 7,000 guerillas were to assist a 


foreign invasion of South Africa (presumably 
by U.N. forces) but the operation was 
smashed when security police raided Lillies- 
leaf Farm at Rivonia and arrested the (white 
communist) ‘National High Command’. The 
remaining A.N.C. hierarchy went into exile 
to evolve a long term strategy of guerilla 
warfare. Recruits were sent to train at 
Odessa in the U.S.S.R. and Nanking in 
China where they were taught to kill all 
whites because “European adults were once 
children.” On August 8th 1967 A.N.C. 
guerillas crossed the Zambezi on their first 
incursion into Rhodesia. South Africa 
consequently despatched units of para- 
military police to help fight the combined 
A.N.C.—Z.A.P.U. forces in Rhodesia. Im- 
mediate condemnation of South Africa came 
from the U.N.O. and British Labour Govern- 
ment, to which, speaking of Rhodesia, Mr. 
Vorster declared, “We are good friends .. . 
and good friends know what their duty is 
when the neighbour’s house is on fire.” 
The battle between South African security 
forces and A.N.C. terrorists is continuing at 
the present time and Acting President of the 
A.N.C. Oliver Tambo has made the pre- 
diction, “Today we fight in Rhodesia, 
tomorrow South Africa.” The A.N.C. 
political apparatus is well financed, its 
literature is printed in East Germany and its 
agents tour the Western world; addressing 
the U.N.O. and soliciting support. In the 
East support is assured. In November 1972 
Mr. Tambo with an A.N.C. delegation visited 
East Germany for talks with the Communist 
Party Central Committee and the Political 
Bureau. A subsequent joint communique 
condemned ‘“‘barbarous U.S. aggression in 
Indo-China,” emphasised the need to con- 
struct “communism and peace in all 
countries” and stressed the necessity of 
“liberating South Africa for the World 
Socialist System.” 


(WORLD COUNCIL OF CONSPIRATORS 


Founded in 1948, the World Council 
of Churches stated as its aim “the reunion 
of Christendom.” Representing over 250 
major Protestant bodies in 90 countries, the 
W.C.C., after failing to incorporate the 
Catholic Church, made overtures to the 
Russian Orthodox Church and other Iron 
Curtain ‘churches’ — which subsequently 
joined in 1961. The W.C.C.’s early missionary 
zeal then took on a different form; at a 
conference held in Geneva in 1966 the 
Council committed itself to ‘revolutionary 
change’. And in 1970 it established a fund 
to assist deserters and draft dodgers from the 
U.S. armed forces in Vietnam. It also sent 
medical supplies to Communist forces in 
Indo-China and in the same year opened a 
fund to support terrorism in Southern Africa. 
In 1972 the W.C.C.’s ‘Special Fund to 
Combat Racism’ was set up under the 
direction of Dr. Baldwin Sjollema. Dr. 
Sjollema has demanded the “total with- 


drawal” of foreign investment within 
Southern Africa. He also rejects any reforms 
and has recently condemned the pay rises for 
Africans as “dangerous — because they will 
slow down agitation for revolutionary 
change.” When it comes to racialism and 
politics the World Council of Churches has a 
very selective morality: the Council said 
almost nothing about the racialism of 
Uganda, was silent on the Russian invasion 
of Czechoslovakia and real humanitarian 
issues receive scant attention in the Council’s 
priorities. The Star of Johannesburg com- 
mented in 1972: “Anyone would think that 
the W.C.C. had a special spite against South 
Africa’s blacks. If the W.C.C. contributed to 
rural missions in this country or even to 
African education direct, it would be helping 
the Africans to help themselves. But no. 
It expects next year to double its vote for 
the terrorists movements.” In 1972 the 
W.C.C. promised 1 million dollars to the 
South African guerillas for ‘medical supplies’. 
Dr. Philip Potter, the negro General Secretary 
of W.C.C. was asked how he knew the money 


would not be used by the guerillas for arms. 


He screamed, “We know because we trust 
them!’ Some Anglican churches within the 
World Council have voiced doubts about 
how their money is being spent. Dr. Potter 
dismisses these criticisms, which he describes 
as “eccentric”. 


ANTI-WHITE FANATICS 


The W.C.C. also donates large sums to 
the ancillary bodies of terrorism. So far in 
1973 tke Council has given £75,000 to 
organisations ‘“‘combating racism on five 
continents.”” Chief among these are the 


Anti-Apartheid Movements which operate in 
almost every Western country. The methods 
used by these organisations are similar in 
each country and are modelled on the tactics 
of the Moscow-lined Communist parties. 
The movements are well financed; in Britain 


big business money such as Rowntrees and 
other “Social Trusts’ pump thousands of 
pounds annually into this body. Britain’s 
A.A.M. is careful to provide a ‘respectable’ 
front, with such members of the Executive 
as Rev. Ambrose Reeves, Rev. Trevor 
Huddleston, Jeremy Thorpe, Barbara Castle 
(past member), Joan Lester, Jack Jones and 
Sponsors such as Lord Brockway, Lord 
Collison, Sir Dingle Foot, Q.C., Reg Prentice, 
M.-P. and David Steel, M.P.. But behind this 
liberal facade — with the exception of a few 
misguided students — the real power-wielders 
and rank and file are hard-core communists. 
An Asian immigrant, Abdul Minty, is the 
Movement’s ‘Honorary Secretary’. Minty 
travels the world, addressing meetings in 
Europe, America and Australia and has 
addressed the W.C.C., O.A.U. and U.N. 
Security Council’s Committees on Apartheid 
and Decolonisation. The A.A.M. enjoys 
consultative status with the Economic and 
Social Council of the U.N.O.. And the Move- 
ment disseminates U.N. ‘apartheid’ literature 
and provides a platform for U.N. ‘apartheid’ 
speakers. It also organises rallies in Britain 
for FRELIMO, MPLA, ANC, ZAPU and 
ZANU terrorist speakers. The A.A.M.’s 
techniques are simple but effective: demos 
are staged outside firms with investments in 
Southern Africa to embarrass and browbeat 
the shareholders; and the purchase of one 
share in the company allows entrance to the 
company’s meetings to distribute propaganda 
and/or disrupt proceedings. Other main 
activities are: Lobbying political parties and 
providing speakers and material at the Labour 
and Liberal Party Conferences and lecturing 
Labour, Liberal and Young Conservative 
groups at local level. The Movement has 
successfully infiltrated the Trade Unions, 
pressuring resolutions on Southern Africa at 
the T.U.C. Conferences. It holds annual 
meetings at which affiliated unions such as 
AUEW, CPSA, NUPE, FTAT and SLADE 
send delegates to discuss tactics and, con- 
sequently, ordinary trade union members 


are subject to enormous pressure not to 
emigrate to Southern Africa. A.A.M. agents 
also attend and influence the conferences 
of the International Labour Organisation. 
Working closely with the National Union of 
Students (whose president is a communist) 
the Movement is able to spread its propaganda 
in student journals and bookshops, indoc- 
trinate students with its profusion of films 
and speakers and organise fund raising for 
‘liberation movements’. University Anti- 
Apartheid societies are financed by grants 
from the N.U.S. — which in turn gets its 
money from the taxpayer. Even children 
are not safe from indoctrination; the A.A.M.’s 
propagandists visit schools with a special 
‘Education Kit’, which includes films, wall- 
charts, teachers’ notes and hand-out material 
depicting South African whites in the worst 
possible light. During 1972 the U.N. General 
Assembly passed a resolution supporting the 
project and a contract has been discussed 
with UNESCO, which hopes to have its own 
kit — in several languages — ready by early 
1974. Consequently, schoolchildren the 
world over will in the future be subjected 
to this political ‘Education Kit’. 


STRATEGY FOR SURVIVAL 


Lenin declared in 1922 that the road 
to Paris and London “lay through Africa.” 
Following this policy, the Soviet fleet is 
today active in the Mediterranean and the 
Indian and South Atlantic Oceans around 
South Africa. Russia’s expansionist designs 
are complemented by the penetration south 
of African insurgent armies. Communists 
realise how important the Cape sea route is 
to the West because with the closure of the 
Suez Canal, Europe’s food and fuel has to 
be brought round the Cape. It is estimated 
that the Cape route carries one fifth of the 
world’s oil supplies — including virtually all 
the oil destined for Europe. The volume of 
shipping around the Cape to Western Europe 


Troops preparing to board Super Frelon helicopters at an airfield in the Northern Transvaal, during ‘Operation Sibasa’ — a joint army-air 
force exercise in unconventional warfare which was undertaken last year. 
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is over 84 million tons annually and, apart 
from shipping, communist control of South 
Africa’s gold alone would cause the Western 
economy to collapse. South Africa holds a 
key position, linking the Atlantic seaboards 
with the Pacific. Simonstown, 30 miles 
from Cape Town, is the only great naval base 
and graving yard in that quarter of the 
globe — making it of vital importance to the 
Atlantic Alliance (N.A.T.O.). South Africa 
herself has a small but well equipped navy, 
including submarines and a coastal defence 
air-arm.. The Air Force is spearheaded by 
three squadrons of multi-purpose French 
built Mirage III-CZs, the rest being light 
tactical ground-attack Impala jets. C-30 
and Nord Aviation transport planes, Super 
Frelons and Alouette helicopters give ground 
forces great mobility — a 500-man unit of 
crack troops can be delivered anywhere in the 
country in 90 minutes or less. Ground forces 
comprise a 10,000-man professional army 
and 50,000-man reserve ‘commando’ units, 
backed up by the ‘citizen force’ reservists. 
In times of crisis, the Republic could field 
200,000 trained men within days and they 
would be equipped with tanks, armoured 
cars, rockets, FN rifles and machine-guns. 
These arms are manufactured locally because 
in August 1963 the U.N.O. Security Council 
called on all states to “cease the sale of arms 
and ammunition of all types to South 
Africa.” This resolution was a denial to 
South Africa of the right of self-defence 
recognised by Article 51 of the U.N. Charter. 
Traditional suppliers like Britain and France 
then restricted supplies to weapons for 
external defence, while most of the other 
countries complied totally with the U.N. 
Resolution. Consequently, the South African 
Parliament voted for the establishment of a 
local arms industry and the initiation of 
military and rocket research projects. In 
1969 Mr. Botha the Defence Minister, 
announced that the Republic had developed 
the Cactus ground-to-air missile defence 
system for protection against low level air 
attacks. There are now a number of missile 
bases in the country and South Africa has 
achieved a good all-round degree of indepen- 
dence of overseas suppliers. The Republic 
does not have atomic weapons but it has the 
scientific and industrial capability to make 
them — and quickly — should the need arise. 
Militarily, South Africa is strong enough to 
deter any conventional attack by one or 
several Black States from the north, unless 
such an attack is aided by U.S., Russian or 
Chinese forces — a possibility which at 
present can be ruled out. More likely in the 
future, is the escalation of communist- 
backed guerilla warfare affecting South 
Africa and the threat of growing Soviet 
naval presence. 


WHAT IS APARTHEID? 


The propaganda war against South 
Africa is based on a number of blatant 
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FOREIGN AID: A BENEFIT TO MANKIND? 


falsehoods, and the most fraudulent of these 
deceptions is the use of the word ‘apartheid’. 
This word in English simply means ‘separate- 
ness’ but although a mountain of anti-South 
Africa propaganda is printed in English, the 
one word never translated is ‘apartheid’, 
which is purposely used to give sinister 
toreign overtones. Separateness as a political 
concept takes the form of ‘Separate Develop- 
ment’, whereby people pursue their political, 
economic, cultural and spiritual activities 
separate from other races. Following the 
word deception are eight main allegations 
which, when confronted with the facts are 
exposed as complete myths: Myth No. 1/ 
Apartheid is a system in which the white 
minority exploit the black majority. Fact: 
Each race enjoys the freedom to develop 
separately according to its traditions and 
culture, with the majority (Bantu) residing 
in their traditional homelands — having 
security from white encroachment and 
guaranteed future internal self-government. 
Myth No. 2/ White settlers originally took 
the land from indigenous Africans and built 
South Africa with cheap black labour. Fact: 
White and black groups reached what is now 
South Africa about the same time and the 
homelands in which the Bantu have now 
re-settled are their original ones. White as 
well as black labour built South Africa and, 
more important, white technical knowledge 
really developed the country’s vast mineral 
resources. Myth No. 3/ South African 


Whites possess all the wealth while South. 


African Blacks live in abject poverty. Fact: 
The whites do have a high standard of living 
— but they have to work for it! Blacks also 
enjoy high living standards and own more 
cars than the Russian people. They also 
enjoy the best educational, medical and 
social services available to Africans on the 
entire continent. And nearly 1 million 
foreign Africans flock to take jobs in South 


Africa annually. Myth No. 4/ African Trade 
Unions are illegal. Fact: Black trade unions 
exist along with white and coloured unions. 
These unions participate in collective bar- 
gaining and Bantu unions have recently 
exercised their right to strike. Myth No. 5/ 
The Press is controlled and/or subject to 
heavy censorship from the South African 
Government. Fact: There is complete press 
freedom in South Africa and considerable 
criticism of some of the Government’s 
policies continues to come from the English 
language newspapers. Myth No. 6/ South 
Africa is a police state where all opposition 
is suppressed. Fact: South Africa is a 
democracy with a Westminster-type parlia- 
ment. The Republic’s delicate racial com- 
position does not allow her the liberty of a 
legal Communist Party or other similar 
factions which would deliberately incite 
hostility between the races. However, all 
groups opposing the ruling Nationalist Party 
but with the country’s genuine interests at 
heart are encouraged. The South African 
police force is approximately the same size 
as New York’s police force — but responsible 
for a population twice that of New York — 
making allegations of a ‘police state’ both 
ridiculous and impossible. Myth No. 7/ 
The whites could return to their own country 
and give South Africa back to the Africans. 
Fact: The Dutch first settled at the Cape in 
1652, severing all ties with the mother 
country and became known as Afrikaners 
(People of Africa). Their descendants have 
no connection with Europe and naturally 
consider themselves — after nearly 400 years 
in Africa — to be White Africans. Their 
language, Afrikaans, is not spoken anywhere 
else in the world. White immigrants settled 
in America about the same time, so a parallel 
to the above argument would be: Give 
America back to the Red Indians (!). Myth 
No. 8/ No one with a moral conscience can 


support Apartheid. Fact: Investigation of 
the facts — from impartial sources — will 
convince anyone with a moral conscience 
that they not only can, but indeed must 
support Separate Development. It has en- 
sured peace and civilised standards for all 
races in South Africa, contrasting vividly 
with the world’s strife-torn multi-racial 
societies. Separate Development, like all 
other democratic systems, is not perfect, but 
its minor faults are immediately seized and 
magnified out of all proportion by the 
world’s left-orientated media. The enemies 
of South Africa have easy access to this 
media and, uncontested, ignore the facts, 
using emotive words like ‘white supremacy’, 
‘police state’ and ‘exploitation’ in their hate- 
filled tirades. The ulterior motive behind 
all this is not the welfare of Africans but the 
elimination of the White Man — putting 
South Africa’s immense mineral wealth and 
the Cape sea routes at the disposal of World 
Communism. 


The Afrikaners, an honest, hardworking 
and patriotic people, will — when sanity 
returns to British politics — be the natural 
allies of the British people. South African 
democratic nationalism has proved that true 
nationalism does not degenerate into fascism 
but can conversely lead to independence and 
self-realisation for all races. Economically, 
South Africa is one of Britain’s largest 
customers — in 1971 alone, the total value 
of U.K./S.A. trade was more than £660 
million; and the balance of payments in 
Britain’s favour was £130,785,000. South 
Africa keeps thousands of British workers in 
secure employment. The Republic also takes 
large numbers of British immigrants annually 
and links between Britain and South Africa’s 
English-speaking community are strong. Ties 
were also strong in two World Wars, when 
the British and South African people faced a 
common enemy — today South Africa is in 


the front line against our new common 


enemy. Should she stand alone? The South 
Africans do not need financial support, nor 
as yet armaments, but like the Portuguese 
Africans and Rhodesians they badly need our 
moral support. Like true friends, they have 
said nothing about sacrifices they’ve made 
for us in the past but as Professor A. H. 
Murray, Professor of Political Philosophy at 
the University of Cape Town, has said, “The 
people of Southern Africa must think and 
plan in terms of an eighty-year war of 
survival.” And we in Britain must make sure 
we don’t remain silent in those coming years 
— as our true friends and kinfolk prepare to 
defend themselves against the ever-mounting 
attack on Southern Africa. 


WANTED 
NF member collects old papers, books, 
insignia, etc. of British Nationalist Move- 
ments. Gifts, exchanges or price-lists to: 


Paul Jarvis 
c/o 50 Pawsons Road 
Croydon, Surrey, CRO 2QF. 


_ Times Literary Supplement. 


RICHARD FRANKLIN 


SHIRKING REALITY 


ON RACE 


ARTHUR JENSEN’S book Genetics and 
Education was recently reviewed in the 
The piece 
under the title “By the Colour of their 
Genes” was not so much a review of the 
literary or other merit of Jensen’s work, but 
rather a sustained attack on his findings and 
his field of research. I found the piece very 
interesting for two reasons. Firstly it showed 
how much the liberals and other multi- 
racialists have conceded to the racialist case 
in recent years. Secondly it was a clear 
example of the “double think” that per- 
meates so much liberal thinking. 

The review starts off promisingly 
enough with the admission that genetics, race 
and intelligence taken together, give us one 
“of the most emotionally charged topics of 
the day, linking science and social affairs.” 
We are told that the mean IQ of white 
students in the USA is 101.8 points, while 
that of black students is as low as 80.7. 
Mention is also made of Jensen’s view that 
for the most part, racial differences are 
determined genetically, rather than environ- 
mentally. 

So far so good. A few years ago, those 
who even dared to suggest that there could 
be any connection between race and 
differences in ability and IQ were called 
cranks and worse. In 1968, at the trial of 
some Racial Preservation Society members, 
the presiding judge said that even to suggest 
that there were inherited racial differences 
was insulting. Today, most people would 
regard this as a matter of legitimate scientific 
and social debate. Although, as anyone who 
has debated with the left will know, there is 
still a long way to go before the logical 
consequences of this belief are accepted. 
Indeed there is a danger of a reaction. IQ 
tests are now under attack. These tests, 
which for years have been used by 
educationalists and psychologists in their 
research are, now we are told, no use in 
determining levels of intelligence. Obviously, 
now that the racial implications of IQ tests 
are becoming clearer, the liberals are trying 
to drop them as quickly as possible. 


“NO REAL EVIDENCE” 


The item that I found most interesting 


in the TLS review was at the point where we 
are told that Jensen has no real evidence for 
his view that racial-genetic differences are 
arrived at by natural selection. This runs as 
follows: “Nobody, however, has yet offered 
a convincing model for the way in which IQ 
test measurements, as we obtain them now- 


adays, could have been connected with 
increased ability to survive or to reproduce 
during the evolutionary divergence of the 
present-day races of man.” Who would be 
the logical choice to find such evidence, if 
we accept the TLS contention that it does 
not exist? One would perhaps assume that it 
would be Jensen. If the TLS was so sure of 
its ground one would think they would be 
all in favour of Jensen and his colleagues 
continuing their research, so that it could be 
proved once and for all that there is no 
connection between race and IQ. But nota 
bit of it, they are in favour of the reverse: 
“It is hard to accept the case put up by 
Professor Shockley and to a lesser extent by 
Professor Jensen, for crash programmes to 
‘answer such questions as the extent of the 
genetic component of the race and IQ 
difference.” Even more outstanding is the 
statement that “Professor Jensen is an able 
scientist . . . it is a pity that he does not 
concentrate his talents in a more profitable 
area of research.” I would not have been 
surprised to see Jensen accused of “thought 
crime” in the next paragraph. Instead the 
TLS contents itself with the nonsensical 
statement that we do not know the answer 
and “the answer does not seem to matter 
anyway.” I cannot understand how one 
can evaluate the findings of research work 
before the work is done, but then I am not 
a liberal multi-racialist! 

If more research work was done and 
this confirmed Jensen’s and Shockley’s 
findings, it would be of the utmost impor- 
tance. It would mean that every liberal, 
from the first one who asserted that “all men 
are created equal’, down to the present day 
bogey men of the Race Relations industry, 
has been wrong. It would mean that all our 
conduct of human affairs would have to be 
reviewed to take account of reality, rather 
than the assertions of liberals. However, as 
John Tyndall pointed out in a recent article, 
liberals are not fond of facing reality. 

A further point that interests me is 
that this debate has been solely concerned 
with IQ differences between races. There 
has been very little research into the other 
differences that undoubtedly exist. How 
might research into these areas affect our 
future conduct? Perhaps colour is more than 
skin deep. In the past, detailed knowledge of 
racial differences was not so important, 
when for the most part, there was no serious 
racial admixture. Today the situation is 


quite different — as Britain with millions of 


coloured immigrants knows to her cost. For 
our survival, all our survival, unbiased and 
unfettered research into racial differences is 
essential. 
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THE ‘National bias in history’ argument is 
one that has been with us for a long time and 
is likely to be with us for a long time yet. 
None of my views on the matter were 
changed, but at least many of my thoughts 
were stimulated, by an extensive treatment 
of it by Colin Wilson in the Daily Telegraph 
Magazine on October 26th. 

The writer sets the stage for his theme 
by contrasting the British and Indian his- 
torical interpretations of the Cawnpore 
massacre. The former is one that of course 
most of us know. It describes the event as a 
ghastly orgy of butchery carried out on 
British women and children in a prison by 
the troops of Nana Sahib, one of the 
i Pita who had rebelled against British 
rule. 

The tale told to Indian children in their 
schools, however, is of a very different sort. 
An example can be found in a standard 
textbook A New History of India by \shwari 
Prasad (1956). Here the account is that 
‘“* , . . As the British embarked on boats to 
cross the Ganges, they were fired at by 
Nana’s infuriated. soldiers. Some were killed 
and their bodies were thrown into a well. 
By Nana’s orders, the English women were 
saved from the fury of the mob and thrown 
into prison. They were treated with con- 
sideration...” 

Mr. Wilson moves to analyse other 
examples of slanted history-writing, such as 
the respective British and German accounts 
of the Battle of Waterloo. In most of the 
British accounts Wellington is described as 
the victor of Waterloo, while the help of 
Blucher at the end is acknowledged as a 
factor which hastened the conclusion of the 
affray but did not decide it. To German 
schoolchildren, on the other hand, Blucher 
it was who was the hero, saving Wellington 
from defeat by his timely arrival. As 
Wilson says, it is not necessarily a case of 
distortion, but just of ordinary patriotic 
bias. British and Spanish accounts of the 
defeat of the Armada are shown in contrast, 
as are British and Irish versions of the 
troubles in Ireland and French and Russian 
interpretations of 1812. 


WHOLLY DESIRABLE? 


No-one would of course argue that 
complete objectivity can come out of his- 
tories written in this way. The great question 
is whether such objectivity is ever possible 
and indeed ever wholly desirable. On this 
Wilson is not in doubt. “I have found,” he 
says at the end, “this study in ‘comparative 
history’ a depressing experience. From the 
World Government organisation I borrowed 
studies of the textbooks of Cyprus, Egypt 
and Africa. The story is always the same; a 
bigoted, narrow-minded patriotism — usually 
accompanied by intense dislike of perfidious 
Albion — taking the place of objective 
history. A Syrian history directive declared 
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JOHN TYNDALL 


CAN HISTORY 


BE IMIPARTIAL? 


flatly that ‘to develop nationalism and 
nourish patriotism is the real aim of history 
teaching.’ Which is equivalent to saying that 
that the aim is to develop intolerance and 
prepare the ground for future wars. 

“TI believe,” Wilson concludes, “the 
World Government organisation is right to 
emphasise the importance of objective his- 
tory teaching. I agree that it sounds dull... 
But how long will it take us to realise that a 
biased history book or a patriotic ballad can 
eventually kill more people than an atomic 
bomb?” 

Whether the writer’s favourable refer- 
ences to the policies of the World Govern- 
ment organisation towards history teaching in 
schools should be taken to mean that he 
approves of the aim of World Government 
as such, one cannot know. It is safe, 
however, to assume that people generally 
who take such a view of history are com- 
mitted to varying degrees to internationalism. 
It would be a good idea therefore to further 
examine this internationalist view of history 
teaching just to see where it takes us. 


RELIANT ON HUMAN JUDGEMENT 


The fact is that even if we can manage 
to dispense with the nationalist and patriotic 
angle to history, as these people would have 
us do, we are still faced with the problem 
that any interpretation of history is reliant 
in the last analysis on some human judge- 
ment, and that such judgement, precisely 
because it is human, is liable to be subject to 
prejudice of some sort. Wilson’s view of 
British history teaching being nationalistically 
biased is in fact largely out of date. For a 
long time we have had a leftist element in the 
teaching profession which has taken the 
national bias out of history but substituted 
its own bias, which is more of an ideological 
one. Wilson admits the possibility of this by 
his acknowledgement that in Soviet Russian 
schools the Tsars “became a favourite Com- 
munist scapegoat for every misfortune . . .” 
In fact in Britain the effect of this sort of 
bias has been to write up every deed of 
history that has added to British national 
wealth and power as ‘wrong’ and every deed 
that has diminished these things as ‘right’. 
Due to the influence of those who want 
national bias taken out of history, we now 
have something infinitely worse — anti- 


national bias. Children, from being taught 
to exalt their country above all others, are 
now taught to hate their country! 

No doubt this is not consciously the 
purpose of the World Government organis- 
ation. Any representative of that body, if 
questioned on the matter, would probably 
say that a correct and impartial approach to 
a nation’s history would teach children to be 
proud of those national deeds that were 
genuinely good and right and ashamed of 
those deeds that were genuinely evil and 
wrong, so that in the end a balanced view of 
their country would emerge, with neither an 
excessive patriotism or an excessive anti- 
patriotism predominating. 

Again we run into trouble, for the 
moment we start talking about ‘good’ deeds 
and ‘evil’ deeds we presuppose the existence 
of a particular moral standard by which to 
judge them. And in the end it is the moral 
standard of the teacher himself, with his 
essentially personal and human scale of 
values, that is applied. If communists sub- 
stitute for national bias their own particular 
bias which portrays in the best light every- 
thing making for communism and in the 
worst light everything opposing it, the liberal 
too, as a substitute for national bias, will 
apply a special standard of right and wrong 
derived from the classic textbooks of 
moralistic liberalism. One has only to delve 
into some of these textbooks — those of 
Trevelyan, Rowse and Toynbee, to quote 
just three — to immediately find views of 
history that are simply riddled with bias, 
bigotry and prejudice in almost every page. 
With such prototypes — and this is par- 
ticularly the case with the rampant inter- 
nationalist Toynbee — we are no nearer Colin 
Wilson’s ideal of the factual and impartial 
chronicle of history. 


INTELLECTUAL ACROBATICS 


Perhaps the greatest challenge to the 
integrity of the liberal-internationalist view 
of how to teach history would be to insist 
that it be applied right down the line to the 
events leading up to and during the Second 
World War. Here we would surely encounter 
a bewildering display of intellectual and 
moral acrobatics! The Nazis, predictably 
enough, are included in Colin Wilson’s roll 
call of those who have bent history-teaching 


to serve their own ends, and liberal inter- 
nationalists would probably be unanimous in 
declaring that had the Second World War 
gone the opposite way the history of the 
last half-century would have followed guide- 
lines laid down by the Ministry of Dr. 
Goebbels. 

Most likely, they are right. But can 
any honest student of the period in question 
maintain that as things are the history of the 
war and its preparatory period is any the 
less slanted in the other direction, any the 
less the subjective verdict of the victors? 

The ideal history of the period 
1919—45 would be one collated by people 
with absolutely no pro-Nazi or anti-Nazi axe 
to grind. The prospect of such a history 
appearing is remote enough; even more 
remote is the prospect of it gaining any 
credence in those circles where education 
policy is decided. As subjectivity, not 
objectivity, rules in the world today and 
always has ruled, where genuine objectivity 
appears it is doomed to be regarded by each 
side as biased towards the other. The mere 
suggestion that a Second World War history 
should be written which acknowledges an 
appalling catalogue of crime on the Allied 
side as well as on the Axis side and which 
concedes that human virtue and good inten- 
tions were not a monopoly of the former — 
such a history would be condemned before 
the printer’s ink was dry as having a sinisterly 
fascist motive. Two historians who have 
attempted such a task, David Irving and 
Harry Elmer Barnes, can bear witness to this 
as a fact. How are these historians regarded 
by the organisation for World Government? 
Pernicious and dangerous, I venture to guess. 


SPECIFIC WAYS AND MEANS 


Indeed, when every possible avenue of 
development is examined — when we descend 
from the world of abstract ideals to that of 
specific ways and means — the concept of a 
completely impartial history as an article of 
state becomes no less a phantom than that 
other liberal ideal, the rule of law. To attain 


the ideal, pure and radiant, we would have 


to invoke the intervention of God. History 
would have to derive from his pen as justice 
would have to derive from his magisterial 
bench. We mortals have learnt that this level 
of arbitration is not accessible to us and that 
we have to settle for something less exalted: 
we have to be reconciled to a system of 
human judgements, formed on a basis of 
human values, sentiments, prejudices and 
knowledge. There is no evidence that these, 
if liberated from ‘national’ promptings, will 
not simply obey other promptings, equally 
divisive of the world. 

So we may, then, from our lofty 
heights sneer at the apparently primitive and 
unenlightened Syrian concept of ‘correct’ 
history. But let us not delude ourselves that 
this concept is not going to prevail over a 


large part of the world in the foreseeable 
future, for it is indeed going to prevail, and 
we will fail to recognise it at our peril. The 
peril is of course that a Britain in which 
‘objective’ history has been taught to the 
point where our entire ‘educated’ populace 
is utterly without national sentiment and 
therefore without national will will be 
threatened by an adversary in whose schools 
the precise opposite teaching will have 
operated and with the precise opposite 
results. Such an adversary may then cal- 
culate, after a contemptuous look at its feeble 
prey, that it can use all available weapons 
(including the nuclear variety) with impunity 
— since, even should the spirit of retaliation 
be thereby sparked, the practical means will 
have been long ago foregone as a matter of 
policy. In such a situation the Wilsonian 
theory will have been stood on its head. 
‘Objective’ history will have cleared the path 


TO REPLY 


Readers will recall that in our Sep- 
tember issue, our editor wrote an open 
letter to Mr. Enoch Powell in which he 
praised certain statements that Mr. Powell 
had recently made in defence of the principle 
of national sovereignty, but querying whether 
this principle was compatible with the ex- 
treme laissez faire doctrines that Mr. Powell 
has espoused, in the realm of Britain’s 
economy. Our Editor’s point was that there 
is liable to be an inevitable clash between 


Dear Mr LIyrdall 
b] 


MR. POWELL 


for the atomic bomb. 

When Henry Ford asserted that “history 
is bunk” he was making a comment more 
profound than many realised at the time. 
Behind the down-to-earth phraseology of the 
one time garage mechanic there was simply 
the shrewd observation that the past is and 
always will be precisely what each of us 
wants it to be, one-worlders not excepted. 

In an environment in which history is 
going to be biased, whether we like it or not, 
I think I speak for many in this country when 
I say that I would rather it be biased towards 
the British point of view than towards any 
other; I would rather we send out from our 
schools future generations that are sub- 
jectively patriotic than subjectively something 
else. At least there is for us the consolation 
that the history curriculum of a nation which 
quite recently ruled a quarter of the world is 
less in need of bias than that of most others! 


DECLINES 


the sovereignty of the nation state and the 
sovereignty of big business. When such a 
clash came, which sovereignty was to prevail? 
Mr. Powell was invited to reply and it was 
pledged that his reply would be published 
without abridgement. 

We eventually received an acknowledge- 
ment to our editor’s letter. It came not from 
Mr. Powell himself but from his secretary, 
and is reproduced below. 


Mr Powell has asked me to thank you for 
your letter of 7th sentember and for your 
courtesy in sending him a copy of the journal 


in which. 


reference is made to him. 


He does rot however propose to take 
sdvantage of your offer of space for a reply. 


Yours sincerely, 


Private secretary 
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PATRICIA WYATT 


HOW LIBERALS 
WIN SUPPORT IN 


SOUTH WEST 


WITH the recent Liberal successes still very 
much in mind, Spearhead readers might well 
be interested to know that the so-called 
“Great Liberal Revival” is probably causing 
quite a few headaches not only among the 
hierarchies of the Labour and Tory parties 
but also among many Liberal politicians of 
long standing in areas such as mine. 

Before Iam condemned as being totally 
insane let me first explain that I hail from 
Cornwall which is one county where a 
Liberal revival is not necessary by virtue of 
the fact that there has never been a Liberal 
decline. We have remained staunchly Liberal 
since the days of Lloyd George; a gentleman 
who, contrary to popular belief in this part 
of the world, died a good many years ago. 

So why should Liberals be worried 
over Liberal successes. At first sight the 
whole concept seems absurd. That is until 
one realises that the Liberal MP’s of Devon 
and Cornwall are never elected on any plat- 
form other than one which could only be 
described as nationalist. Whether or not this 
is, as I strongly suspect, ‘tongue in cheek’ 
nationalism is a matter for conjecture, but 
the fact remains that liberalism in the trendy 
contemporary sense that we know it would 
be totally unacceptable to voters down here. 

Ask a Cornishman his views on Master 
Hain or the Anti-Apartheid movement and 
chances are he will not have the faintest idea 
about either. Even if he has, it is almost 
certain that he will not associate them with 
the politics of his local MP. To his mind 
such things are very foreign, very distant and 
what is more, should stay that way. To 
make matters worse, this same Cornishman 
has probably voted Liberal for as long as he 
can remember. 

It is not that the people ot the deep 
South-West are more ignorant or less informed 
than anyone else. It is simply that they are 
just as much victims of the “News Doctors” 
as are their counterparts in other regions of 
the U.K. The Western Sunday Independent 
is aPlymouth-based weekly with a circulation 
covering the majority of Devon and Cornwall. 
It is widely read and is typical of the means 
by which the Liberal-nationalist myth is 
kept going. Let me first say however, that 
with the exception of columns from MP’s 


like Mr. John Pardoe, the /ndependent carries 


precious little from the Liberal Party itself. 
It is a tradition in these parts for advertise- 
ments in newspapers to have a dual function. 
Firstly to advertise the product and secondly 
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to give a plug for whatever political party 
(invariably the Liberals) the makers of that 
product happen to support. For instance it 
is quite common for, say, a firm manufac- 
turing car products to state that their 
accessories are the cheapest in the district, 
and would be even cheaper were it not for 
the fact that Mr. Heath has dragged us into 
the Common Market against our will. A 
natural extention of this, of course, is for 
everybody to vote Liberal at the next 
election and thus free us of the burdens of 
EEC membership and excessively priced 
sparking plugs! 

Of course this is just one example. I 
have frequently seen calls for the toughening 
up of law and order, a total ban on IRA 
activities in Great Britain, and even for 
fighting plans to settle “newly arrived Afro- 
Asian immigrants in towns such as Exeter: 
all in the name of Liberalism! The very 
same is true in regard to the editorial 
comments that issue forth from newspapers 
such as this one. Suggested draconian 
punishments for criminals together with 
blatant Liberal recruiting propaganda are 
often to be seen side by side in the very 
same column. I need hardly add that officials 
of the local Liberal organisation seldom, if 
ever, bother to write in condemning the 
reactionary views of their supporters. Votes, 
it would seem, are far more important than 
high-minded ideals. 


IF THEY GOT IN...... 


Now, in view of what I have just said, 
let us imagine that a general election has 
been held and that the Liberal Party is in a 
position to implement its long cherished 
plans. Bombs are falling on Bulawayo, luxury 
hotels are being erected for criminals, the 
IRA not content with being given Ulster is 
making overtures for Kilburn and Liverpool 
as well, the new Lord Mayor of London is a 
certain Joshua Umbopa, and on orders from 
Westminster, Union Jacks are to be replaced 
by oblong pieces of pink chiffon purely and 
simply because “gayer” elements among 
trendy Liberals consider them “rather 
pretty”. Without any doubt there would be 
an outcry the like of which has never been 
heard before, and I would not mind betting 
that the traditional Liberals of Devon and 
Cornwall would be as loud in their con- 


demnation of the Thorpe Brigade as any 
member of the National Front. 

In simple terms, the Liberal Party, 
although stronger here than in any other part 
of the country, has its foundations on very 
unsteady ground, ground made up of half- 
truths, imitation nationalism and false propa- 
ganda. It is certain that if the Liberals ever 
gain enough power and if our voters are ever 
allowed to see their true face then it will 
take more than the Western Independent to 
stop this ground from crumbling away under 
their feet. 

Until recently the NF has been a total 
stranger to this virgin territory of such 
potential but henceforth this is to be a thing 
of the past. Already leaflets are being dis- 
tributed throughout the Launceston district, 
and it is hoped that these activities will soon 
be extended to Bodmin, Plymouth and 
Exeter. My only advice to all local traitors, 
Liberal MP’s and_ newspaper editors is to 
take acrash course in smearmongering. They 
are certainly going to need it. We are on our 
way and nothing they can devise has an 
earthly chance of stopping us! 


HARVEST 


FESTIVAL 


HYMNS ANCIENT & MODERN No. 382 
Tune:: TREASON. 


COME, ye thankful people, come, 
Raise the song of Harvest-home, 
All is safely gathered in 

Now the spoiling can begin; 
Husbanded, the golden grain, 

But with blue dye they shall stain, 
Plentiful, the grain no more 
Empty, is the garner floor. 


When the people do protest, 
Heath proclaims: this I have blest, 
Soames and Thompson both agree, 
Conmen all from E.E.C.; 

When shoppers at the prices rage, 
They are told it’s world shortage, 
Praise HIM that HE sent the rain 
Brussels will destroy the grain. 


GOD, our Maker doth provide 
For our wants to be supplied, 
Godber says: keep prices high 
Brussels’ rules, I won’t defy; 

GOD provides for everyone, 

In many lands, food there is none, 
Greed doth mar the bounty flow 
E.E.C. will have it so. 


In Brussels, at the sacred fount 

Did the stock of butter mount, 

Growing with a wondrous power 

Till the Russian Harvest-hour; 

Knaves and traitors we defy 

Freedom is our battle cry, 

Come, ye people, raise the shout: 
BRITAIN MUST AND SHALL GET OUT! 


THE FUTURE OF 
CAPITALISM 


This article is reprinted in abridged form 
with acknowledgements to ATTACK!, 1656 33rd 
Street, N.W. Washington, D.C. 20007, U.S.A. 
Although it is related to the American situation, 
what it says is equally applicable to conditions in 
Britain. 


THAT private capital should continue to find a 
sanctuary in the West is only fitting, for capitalists 
have had a vital role in the history of the West, 
particularly in the last two centuries. They have 
often been responsible for beneficial developments 
that could not, under the prevailing conditions, 
have taken place without them. 

Far more than government, capitalists — big 
businessmen, entrepreneurs with investment capital 
— provided the means and the incentive for the 
great voyages of exploration and trade which, in 
the 15th—18th centuries, placed the resources of 
the whole world at the disposal of the West. 

To an even larger extent private capital must 
be given the credit for translating the great scientific 
discoveries of Western genius into the technological 
applications which have magnified Western man’s 
might and wealth a billionfold. The steam engine, 
the internal-combustion engine, the dynamo, the 
telegraph and telephone, textile and agricultural 
machinery — all these and countless other in- 
ventions owe to private capitalists their develop- 
ment beyond the laboratory or workshop stage and 
their wide-scale application. 

No craftsman or small tradesman, no scholar 
or soldier or priest could have marshalled the vast 
resources needed. Big businessmen and far-sighted 
capitalists, with an eye on the future profits, could 
and did. 


A WORM IN THE APPLE 


Capitalism has not been an unmitigated 
blessing for the West, however. In North America, 
from the days of the Wall Street “robber barons” 
to the present, there has been an overabundance of 
those ready to use the power of capital in an 
irresponsible and destructive manner.. 

In recent years we have seen the development 
of a breed of super-capitalists who, because of their 
enormous economic power and their infinite con- 
tempt for the mere mortals whom they are able to 
manipulate like vast herds of economically bound 
serfs, raise the question as to whether large-scale 
private capitalism may have outlived its usefulness 
to the West. 

This question is being asked by the serfs 
themselves, in larger and larger numbers. We are 
experiencing a resurgence of a brand of populist 
sentiment which glorifies the worker and the small 
businessman as the only productive and useful 
members of society and regards the big businessman 
and the capitalist as drones and parasites. 

It has never seemed quite right to Westerners 
that a man should be able to make money simply 
because he has money, without doing any useful 
work, without producing something. Coupled to 
this is a growing resentment of the power over our 
lives exercised by the money masters. 


This popular resentment will certainly be 
fanned and exploited by those who are opponents 
of free enterprise. Our whole view of the history 
of the economic development of the West is being 
distorted for this purpose. 

Wide currency is being given to the notion 
that, although capitalist entrepreneurs and industrial 


tycoons did much to make the West rich and 
powerful, they did it for the wrong reasons; they 
were interested only in enriching themselves, and 
any benefits to society were purely coincidental. 


EXAMPLE OF FORD 


All that we know about some of the greatest 
of these men argues against such an attitude. They 
were builders, not just exploiters. 

Henry Ford is an outstanding example. He 
was certainly dirven by great personal ambition, 
but he also governed his life and all his business 
ventures with a strong sense of responsibility. He 
opposed evil and destructive influences in the 
business, political and cultural life of America with 
all the power at his disposal, and he was very nearly 
ruined by those influences as a result. 

It is unfortunate that his descendants did 
not inherit his strength of character, but instead 
have collaborated with the destructive forces that 
he so strongly opposed. It is also unfortunate 
that, as we survey the national and international 
scene today, there are very few among the top 
figures of finance and industry with Henry Ford’s 
sense of responsibility. 

Instead, American capitalism today is more 
nearly personified by the Rockefellers and the 
Kennedys, by the directors of the Xerox Cor- 
poration and the Ford Foundation, all men with 
characters the very antithesis of Ford’s. 

There is, in fact, such vast economic power 
concentrated in such irresponsible hands that 
capitalism, instead of continuing to build the 
West, now offers us the frightening prospect of 
joining forces with communism in order to bury 
the West. 


TOO MUCH POWER 


Capital has become a power unto itself, with 
a realm of interests distinct from those of the 
people, of the nation, of the race. 

The first and last aim of capital is to increase 
itself, and the quintessential capitalist interests 
himself in conditions — the state of the economy, 
the welfare and attitudes of the people, the supply 
of natural resources, the laws of the land, the 
personalities making up the government — only 
insofar as these conditions affect the rate of return 
on his capital. 

The butcher, the baker, and the candlestick- 
maker, of course, also have the all-too-human 
tendency of viewing the world in the light of their 
own parochial interests. The butcher’s feelings 
about what the price of pork chops ought to be 
are not half so likely to be based on what’s good 
for the community as they are on what’s good for 
his own pocketbook. 

But the average butcher, fortunately, is not 
in a position to cause nations to go to war or to 
manipulate national economies or otherwise to 
adjust the welfare and destiny of millions of his 


fellows to suit himself. The biggest capitalists have 


been in such a position for some time. 

To them the world is somewhat like a 
Monopoly board, albeit much more complex. 
Every move is made in terms of dollars and cents. 
Every square in the game — every aspect of their 
world — has an economic label: Cost of Labour, 
Expansionary Money Policy, Floating Exchange 
Rate, Price-Earnings Ratio, and so on. 


Race, nation, culture have no intrinsic value 
to them, but only as these things are recognised 
to have a bearing on economic matters: 

Is it cheaper to bring in braceros from 
Mexico, or to pay skilled White workers to do the 
job with machinery? 

Should we put our money behind the 
Republican candidate, who has promised us larger 
depletion allowances, or behind the Democrat 
whose bigger welfare programme will mean a more 
profitable market for our products in the ghettos? 

If we support the proposed treaty with 
Peking, will the Chinese pay us more for our grain 
than we are getting from India now? 

Should we oppose the legalisation of mari- 
juana, which would cut into our tobacco sales, or 
can we make more money by modifying our present 
tobacco-processing machinery to handle marijuana 
too? 

If we sponsor a series of TV programmes 
promoting racial integration, will we gain more 
Black customers than we lose Whites? 


DESTINY IN WRONG HANDS 


God forbid that such men should have the 
power to plot the destiny of our people, but they 
do. 

Capital has the uncanny property of growing 
on itself without limit, and the power of the men 
who control it has also grown without limit for far 
too many years now. It will be the urgent task of a 
truly national government to curb this power and 
to insure that it does not have a chance to begin 
growing again. 

This will inevitably mean that many of the 
present prerogatives of big business and private 
finance will be assumed by government, while free 
enterprise itself, in the form of private entre- 
preneurships and businesses which have not grown 
so large and impersonal that they threaten the very 
foundations of our civilisation can continue to 
bestow its blessings on our people. 


HOUNSLOW BRANCH XMAS SOCIAL 
Friday 14th December 1973 


This is the event of the year. Excellent 


free buffet, spot prizes, raffles extra- 


ordinary, Disco, normal bar prices, 12 
o’clock extension. 

All this for just £7 a ticket! 

Come and enjoy yourself. 
Phone 570 9271 or 572 4477 for tickets. 


BUY A TIE! 


National Front ties now available. Red, white 
and blue colour scheme with NF emblem. 


Price: one only £1.50 (inc. VAT) 


10—19 £1.40 each (inc. VAT) 
20 or over £1.30 each (inc. VAT) 


Apply to: Mr. R. Davison, 59 Crowther Rd., 
Wolverhampton, Staffs. 
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PHIL BAKER 


A NATIONALIST 
APPROACH TO 
THE ENERGY 


CRISIS 


WORLD ENERGY CONSUMPTION is 
expected to be half as much again in 1980 as 
it was in 1960 and an increasingly drastic 
shortage of all types of fuel is to be expected 
on a global scale. 

National Front economic policy is 
rightly based on the principle of maximum 
national self sufficiency and this must also be 
the rule in catering for our energy require- 
ments. Therefore one of the primary tasks 
of the first National Front government must 
be to ensure that Britain has sufficient 
domestically produced fuel to satisfy our 
own increasing energy demands. 

Given the will, we can be self sufficient 
in this field. In fact, if we are to retain our 
political freedom of action and maintain our 
standard of living we must be. 

At the moment the nation possesses 
four advantages which, properly handled, can 
ensure success. First, and probably most 
important, is North Sea oil. Secondly, 
supplies of natural gas from the same source. 
Third, nuclear power, which could be the 
most important of all in the long term. And 
last, but by no means least, our vast native 
coal stocks. 

The greater part of our oil supplies at 
present is derived from sources which are 
politically unstable. Another disturbing 
trend which makes us increasingly vulnerable 
in this field is the use by the oil producing 
states of their assets, not only to secure more 
and more revenue for their largely corrupt 
governments, but also to exert pressure on 
the consumers to gain political ends. 

Not only is this dangerous for an 
independent nationalist Britain, but there is 
added peril in the fact that the major oil 
companies are principally American owned 
and controlled financially by the inter- 
national banks. 

There is also a threat to Britain’s native 
oil supplies in Common Market membership. 
The Market countries are likely to suffer as 
much as Britain in the coming energy crisis 
and the Eurocrats have obtained a pledge 
from the Heath regime that North Sea oil 
will become common property of the Market 
— which in effect means the property of the 
multi-national oil corporations and the 
financial forces which control them. 

There is no doubt that Britain’s North 
Sea oil could make our nation self-sufficient 
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in this vital commodity. Daily consumption 
of oil at present is two million barrels but 
this is likely to rise to three million by 
1980. Three million, however, is the estimate 


of production from the North Sea fields by 


this date. And if we diversified our fuel 
policy, making greater use of natural gas, 
nuclear power and native coal we could meet 
all our commitments and even have a surplus 
— provided of course that the nation retains 
control of this asset. 


SECRET COMMON MARKET DEAL 
ON GAS? 


Natural gas from North Sea fields is 
being used in increasing quantities to replace 
coal gas. Here the source of supply is under 
national control, but no doubt a secret deal 
has been made here also in respect of access 
by Common Market countries if our masters 
in Brussels so decide. But though less coal 
will undoubtedly be required for gas making 
and other industrial and commercial func- 
tions in the foreseeable future, there are 
many other important uses for our greatest 
natural asset and we cannot allow a con- 
tinuance of the policy of successive govern- 
ments in allowing a rundown of the coal 
industry. 


Over the last decade output has been. 


reduced by a quarter and employment by 
more than half. In the seven years from 
1965, for example, annual production dec- 
lined from 182 million tons to 120 million, 
while the number of collieries producing 
coal fell from 700 to under 300. The policy 
of a National Front government must % to 
re-establish the industry to enable it to play 
its full part in the provision of our increasing 
energy requirements. If this indigenous 
product is vigorously developed and exploited 
it may well make a greater contribution to 
our energy requirements than oil and with 
its immense reserves and potential it could 
continue doing so for another fifty years. 
Apart from its use in its raw state, a 
new and valuable field in which coal could 
help the national economy would be in the 
extraction of oil. Though this process is 
expensive and complex at present the results 


can be very satisfactory because a whole 
range of chemical by-products are also pro- 
duced. A National Front government must 
initiate a research programme on these lines 
as a matter of urgency. 

Many people may point to the large 
deficit which the coal industry invariably 
shows and question whether the cost of coal 
production outweighs its usefulness as a 
fuel. Apart from the fact that no nation can 
afford to ignore any source of domestically 
produced energy, the loss shown by the 
Coal Board and the resulting high price of 
coal is basically not due to production costs 
or wage rises but to interest charges on 
borrowed capital necessary for development. 
In the financial year ended March 1971, a 
typical example, the Board actually had an 
operating profit of £5% million but this was 
reduced by interest charges to a loss of 
£26% million. A National Front government 
exercising firm control over the financial 
forces and thus over interest rates could 
make loans to the Coal Board for necessary 
capital investment at low rates of interest, 
thus making coal more competitive cost-wise 
as a fuel. 

In the early years of the nuclear age 
successive governments initiated a programme 
of research into the possibility of building 
power stations using nuclear fuel instead of 
coal or oil to generate electricity. So 
enthusiastic were they that the people were 
told that this new system would soon bring 
cheap and plentiful electricity. Alas, like so 
many promises of the political Establishment 
this has remained a case of “jam tomorrow’’. 

Among all the reasons given for the 
seeming inability to develop quickly this 
aspect of nuclear power, the real one is that 
the international oil moguls and the financial 
forces behind them put pressure on their 
nominees in Government and Parliament to 
slow down the nuclear programme in favour 
of oil. Now, with the oil crisis looming large 
these forces are changing their tactics and 
pressurising the British government to scrap 
our nationally designed reactors in favour of 
American ones, thus putting thousands of 
jobs in our own nuclear industry at risk. 

A future National Front government, 
resistant to these international pressures, 
would be able to exploit this source of 
domestic energy to its full potential. To 
those apprehensive of the cost (a unit like 
Dounreay costs about £35 million) it should 
be pointed out that a National Front govern- 
ment would not embark on internationalist- 
oriented prestige projects like Concorde, the 
expenditure on which alone could have 
built enough power stations to supply all of 
Britain with electricity, with greater benefit 
to the nation as a whole. 

As world supplies of energy decrease 
in face of demand, those nations which are 
self-sufficient or have a surplus will become 
more and more politically powerful in world 
councils. With an energy policy based on the 
principle of “Britain First’? we can ensure 
that Britain is one of these. 


Widespread industrial 
action urged to back 
Sugar workers 


THREE THOUSAND sugar refinery workers 
at the Silvertown and North Woolwich works 
face redundancy due to the European 
“Common Market”. 

Newham Borough National Front has 
repeatedly tried to alert the public to this 
threat, and what it would mean both to the 
workers involved and to the borough as a 
whole. 

The party has not sought to take over 
the refinery workers’ protests in any way, but 
to act as an auxiliary force broadening the 
base of the struggle. 

We have watched the demonstrations, 
marches and “consultations” with various 
M.P.’s and the Minister of Agriculture with 
sad resignation. 

Newham National Front is convinced 
that no help other than verbal expressions 
of sympathy will be forthcoming from 
either Labour or Tory Parliamentarians. 
The Tory Party is totally pro-Europe and the 
Labour Party only a half-hearted semi- 
opposition to E.E.C. 

The National Front is utterly against 
Britain being in Europe under any circum- 
stances and on any terms. As British 
Nationalists, we want British people to have 
direct control over their own destiny through 
a regained national independence. On this 
we will not compromise. 

Realising that the present wave of 
sugar workers’ protests are likely to be 
ineffectual, we are planning to aid the sugar 
workers by laying the foundations for a 
second line of defence. We are now pro- 
ducing a leaflet entitled “Sweet Talk — But 
Nothing Else’, which is intended for Trade 
Unionists in other local industries, and for 
members of the general public. 

The National Front in Newham is 
convinced that both public understanding 
and inter-industrial solidarity are necessary 
to make the sugar workers’ fight effective. 

At the present moment, the Tate & 
Lyle employers and the workers are simul- 
taneously pushing the argument for making 
cane sugar importing from the Common- 
wealth and its refining a “special case”. At 
this time, the employers and workers seem 
to be on the same side. 

We say ‘“‘seem to be” because we 
suspect the employers of making contingency 
plans to abandon their workforce and switch 
to importing sugar refined from beet in 
Europe when the present round of talks fail. 

Already the employers are seeking to 
find out if any of their drivers are willing to 
drive in Europe. The idea is to import sugar 
refined in Europe to replace domestic cane 
sugar production. 

The E.E.C. countries have a surplus of 


beet sugar which they want the U.K. to 
import. This would cost the British house- 
wife about 30p a packet. 

The beet sugar would be refined on 
the Continent because it is not economically 
feasible to bring raw sugar beets from Europe 
for refining in Britain. The yield per beet 
does not justify the cost of transportation. 

The scandal of it all is that in order to 
protect the sugar cane-producing countries, 
it was generally agreed in 1968 to set up the 
worldwide “International Sugar Agreement.” 
The Six original “Common Market” coun- 
tries stayed out of this agreement because 
prior to 1967 they were net importers of 
sugar. Then the Six expanded their own 
production of beet sugar (at prices kept high 
by the self-restraint of others) and have done 
this to the point where they now export 
over | million tons of sugar each year! 

It is worth bearing in mind that 
whereas cane sugar was first systematically 
planted in the West Indies in 1650, the 
French and Belgian sugar beet growers have 
only been in large scale production for less 
than six years. 

A cutback in the import of Common- 
wealth cane sugar would mean 3,000 out of 
work in Newham, anything up to 12,000 out 
of work altogether in Britain, one in five out 
of work in Barbados and two out of five in 
Mauritius! 

It should be remembered that it was 
the U.K. Government’s subservience to U.S. 
capitalism after the last war which caused 
Britain to switch to importing sugar cane 
from American-owned plantations in Cuba 
rather than from the British West Indies. 
This was the cause of massive unemployment 


in the British West Indies — and an underlying 
factor in the flow of West Indian immigrants 
into Britain. History must not repeat itself 
in this instance. 

If the Europeans could rapidly expand 
into sugar exporting in the last six years, 
then they can just as easily cut back in the 
next six without anything like the misery 
involved in the disruption of the cane sugar 
industry in Britain or in the Commonwealth. 

In view of the foregoing, the National 
Front in Newham are making a special point 
of issuing the “Sweet Talk” leaflet through 
the docks asking dockworkers to “black” all 
European cargoes if Parliament insists upon 
betraying British cane-sugar refinery workers 
and our friends in the Commonwealth sugar 
producing countries. 

The refinery workers have no ‘political 
weight’? on their own but backed by inter- 
industrial solidarity, they can bargain from 
strength. 

Newham National Front contends that 
British workers will only defend their 
national-class interests, by joint industrial 
and political action. 

These are Newham NF’s minimum 
demands: 

No redundancies in the cane sugar 
refining industry through any European 
“Common Market” pressures, direct or other- 
wise. 

Guaranteed access into Britain for 
Commonwealth cane sugar production. 


This memorandum researched and compiled by 
Michael Lobb, National Front Prospective Parlia- 
mentary Candidate for Newham South, and 
endorsed by the Executive of Newham Borough 
National Front. 
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SIR: On applying for college entrance earlier 
this year I discovered the entrance require- 
ments to be surprisingly low as compared to 
previous years. My surprise was abruptly 
terminated, however, when I realised that 
over fifty per-cent of the college students 
came from immigrant families and, further- 
more, the majority of this number suffered 
from what lecturers politely term “English 
problems”, thus requiring them to attend 
“special classes for overseas students.”” Need- 
less to say, the British students, who have no 
communication problems, see this not only 
as a drain on the taxpayers’ money but also 
as evidence of a declining standard of 
education. To many of these, however, it 
seems unwise to voice objections when they 
themselves are a minority group in a 
‘coloured’ college. 

The conclusion immediately drawn 
from this state of affairs was that if such 
conditions exist in what I would term an 
average London college of further education, 
most other educational institutions must be 
suffering equally, if not more so, from the 
same problem. Therefore, to explain to the 
white British youth that there exists more 
opportunity to ‘get on’ now than ever before, 
is absolute nonsense, the real case being that 
the British Government, past and present, has 
been successful in reducing the educational 
standards to the level where. white and non- 
white standards co-incide, thus enabling 
equal opportunity for all members of our 
“new multi-racial society” (The Guardian, 
279.73)! 

DOUGLAS CHALK 
Student 


SIR: Can anybody offer a small flat in 
South London, to an elderly couple who are 
being turned out of their home by a black 
landlord? They have paid their rent regularly 
for the sixteen years they have lived in their 
present house, and think they can get a good 
reference from their previous landlord. As 
far as one can tell at an interview, they look 
and seem to bea perfectly decent, respectable 
couple, not old, though elderly. The black 
landlord wants vacant possession, and has 
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this operation? 


offered them a similar flat next door, but 
this is not suitable to them, because there are 
only blacks in the house. The landlord is 
taking the case to Wandsworth County Court 
next Thursday. They have been to find out 
about legal aid. The tenant upstairs died, 
which leaves the top part of the house 
vacant, so the black can get blacks in, and 
this will not be very nice for the couple even 
if they are not turned out. The lady has a 
part time job in Brixton, where they now 
live, so within reach of Brixton would be 
best, but is not absolutely necessary. 
K. O. RAND 
London S.E.19 


Replies to Box 1211, 50 Pawsons Road, 
Croydon, CRO 2QF. 


SIR: Election time will shortly be upon us 
and one of the many onerous and time 
consuming tasks to be faced will be the job 
of addressing envelopes. 

May I suggest a mans of speeding up 
Every branch should pur- 
chase a children’s “John Bull” printing set; 
they only cost a few pence and are easy to 
operate. Then envelopes can be printed with 
the street and district at a very rapid rate 
leaving only the name of the elector(s) and 
house number to be written in by hand. I am 
sure that if this method were adopted it 
would be found to be a far more effective 
way than addressing everything by hand. 

GEOFFREY WOOD 
London S.W.17 


SIR: Let me tell you some experiences of 
my daughters at school. Through contacts 
at school, one of them joined the “Wood- 
craft Folk’, based one evening a week in 
the junior school. Here are a few excerpts 
from the songbook of this group:— 
Children of workers, the proletariat, 
We march to our triumph, we are the 
new born state; 
Red is the banner and green the spring- 
ing tree; 
Our hearts are as flowers 
Come Comrades, we are free. 
then:— 
Then comrades, come rally 
And the last fight let us face 
The Internationale unites the human 
race. 


Another time the entire scripture 
lesson was taken up by the teacher extolling 
the virtues of Communism. 

Another newcomer to the scene is the 
Teenage bookshop. My eldest comes home 
with charming books about drugs, rape and 
Hells Angels. 

My sister, who is a schoolteacher, 
recently sent me a sheet of paper her son had 
fetched home from some school meeting, 
proclaiming the intention to smash the 
National Front. He is just 16. 

Projects on socialism, race-mixing and 
drug-taking, with songs sung from Hair, have 
been part of my daughters’ curriculum. 

What are we producing? 

MRS. G. GOOLD 
~ Kings Lynn, Norfolk 


LETTER OF THE MONTH 


Spearhead publishes the best letter to the press on National Front policy every 
month. Send your cutting to us not later than the 15th of the previous month. 
You could win a £1 Nationalist Books voucher. This month’s winner (below) was 
published in the Reading Chronicle. 


ACCORDING to the Chair- 
man of Reading South Liberals 
pote are turning to the 
iberal Party because they are 
beginning to identify more 
with Liberal diagnosis of the 
roblems of our society, 
ecent Liberal how- 


suCcCeSS, 
ever, demonstrates not so much 
this view as the fact that there 


exists a deep’ vacuum in 
British political life which they 
are able temporarily to fill 
while no other alternative is to 
hand. 

This becomes apparent if we 
examine some of the Liberal 
diagnoses referred to. They can 
have received little support for 
their policies of full British 
political and economic integra- 
tion into Europe or their “open 
door” approach to coloured 
immigration, since the maiority 
of the electorate are manifestly 
opposed to both. Their views 
on the evils of the two-party 
system seem only to have been 


formed since they themselves 
ceased to. be one of the two 
main parties. And their opposi- 
tion to the class conflict does 
not seem to extend to their 
Parliamentary or Party Execu- 
‘tive. composed as they are of 
company directors, economists, 
lawyers. intellectuals and tele- 
vision “ personalities,” 

With the two major parties 
clearly discredited, it is equally 
plain that the Liberals are not 
credible as a future alternative 
government. They form part 
of the political establishment 
and are contaminated with the 
evils of the system they have 
supported for so long. Britain 
needs a radical alternative, an 
alternative genuinely free from 
class traditions and with a 
genuinely fresh outlook on the 
nation’s problems. 

The electorate will be offered 
such an alternative at the next 
General Election in the shape 


with 


of the National Front, a party 
which can truly represent those 
millions of presently voiceless 
Britons who do not wish their 
sociely tO assume a multi-racial 
shape, who view the soft line 
on law and order with appre- 
hension, who do not desire 
the destruction of the old 
moralitiesand family loyalties 
inherent in the drift towards 
the so called Permissive Society 
and who do not want to be- 
come part of the European 
State. 

A party which places prime 
emphasis on the nation and 
the radical approach 
necessary to carry out the great 
changes required if Britain is 
to be restored to her former 
eminence and prosperity. 

PHIL BAKER, 


Secretary, Berks & South Oxon: 
Group, National Front 
243, Loddon Bridge Rwad, 

Woodley. 
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Trouble shooting 


Conspiracy unveiled 

Patriots are often accused of being 
“paranoid” when they introduce the word 
“conspiracy” into their observations about 
the way in which Britain has declined from 
her position as a great world power to the 
status of a bankrupt vassal state. But only 
the existence of a conspiracy can explain the 
long succession of betrayals and sell-outs 
which have characterised our nation’s recent 
history. 

Naturally, proofs of a conspiracy to 
destroy Britain and other nation states in 
order to herd the peoples of the world into a 
World Government cattle pen do not exist in 
a form that would be acceptable to a Court 
of law — and if such a degree of proof was 
available there would no longer be a con- 
spiracy. However, the conspirators do make 
mistakes and show their hand occasionally 
and these mistakes, added to a considerable 
amount of circumstantial evidence, are 
enough to confirm the fears of the serious 
student of politics — save of course those 
who have been conditioned to believe that 
everything that happens in the world happens 
by accident and that no event or series of 
events can ever be planned and made to 
happen. This latter outlook has been des- 
cribed as The Village Idiot View of History. 


What should concern those of us who 
are actively involved in the fight to restore 
British independence is why the mass of the 
British people have not reacted more strongly 
— even with violence — to the assaults which 
‘have been inflicted on their nation, even if 
‘they do not understand the purpose and the 
authors of those assaults. The sell-out of the 
British’ Empire, the hostile stance against 
White civilisation in Southern Africa, the 
entry of Britain into the Common Market, 
mass Coloured Immigration, deliberately con- 
trived inflation, the take-over of our indus- 
tries by multi-national companies . . . all 
these and many more phenomena should 
have stirred the British people to rage and 
revolt. 

While there can be no doubt that some 
sections of the population are starting to 
wake up, even larger sections are still sound 
asleep. The root cause of this apathy is 
ignorance. The mass of people just do not 
know what is going on. They are being 
deliberately starved of truth. For this we 
have to thank the national Press and broad- 
casting media. If important developments 
are not mentioned, or if they are mentioned 
but not explained, then the mass of ordinary 
people cannot react to them. By such means 
the fabric of our Parliamentary democracy 
has been destroyed. Behind a husk of demo- 
cratic sham the British people are being 


governed by means of fait accompli. 

By such means the British people did 
not wake up to the dangers of multi-racialism 
until a good ten years after the floodgates 
had been opened . . . they have only just now 
started to wake up to the political and 
economic dangers of the Common Market — 
but only a year after Britain became a 
member of the E.E.C. 

This does not mean that there is no 
hope for the British people. There is hope 
in the continued development of the National 
Front. I sometimes think that many NF 
members are less aware of the potential of 
their young party than are the forces which 
are opposed to it. The Establishment — and, 
of course, the revolutionary Left — are quite 
plainly terrified of the National Front and 
are extremely worried that the NF will 
mobilise the British people to fight for their 
survival before the forces of internationalism 
and subversion have accomplished their work. 

The fear of the Establishment is plainly 
reflected in the manner in which the Press 
reports/misreports/fails to report the 
activities of the National Front. Several 
recent incidents come to mind. 

On Sunday 11th November the 
National Front held its annual Remembrance 
Day parade in London. Close to 4,000 NF 
members and supporters were on the march, 
the column being led by Air Vice Marshal 
G. A. H. Pidcock, C.B., C.B.E. and a number 
of other distinguished senior ex-Servicemen. 
This parade was more than twice as large as 
the parade which took place the previous 
year. It was bigger than the official Remem- 
brance ceremony which took place earlier 
on the same day. It was the biggest 
manifestation organised by any single 
Nationalist political organisation in Britain 
since before the war. 

It was absolute proof that a new and 
nation-wide political party had been estab- 
lished with a genuine mass following. It was 
startling evidence of a political phenomenon. 
From every point of view that parade, and 
what it represented, was “‘news”’. 

Yet not a line of mention was included 
in any newspaper the next day. Not a men- 
tion was given on any of the radio or T.V. 
bulletins. It was as if the event did not 
happen. Yet the parade was covered by 
dozens of newspaper reporters, cameramen, 
and T.V. film crews. The media must have 
spent. many hundreds of pounds on staff 
wages, film and equipment — all in order to 
report absolutely nothing! 

It would not have been particularly 
significant had only one or two newspapers 
reported the event, and only one T.V. 
network given ita mention. But when a news 


blackout was observed by every single news 
medium, then one can only conclude that the 
silence was orchestrated. There can only be 
one motive for news suppression on that 
scale: naked fear. 

Similar suppressions were effected by 
the media during the course of the Hove 
Parliamentary by-election, most notably by 
the Daily Telegraph and the local daily 
evening newspaper, the Brighton Evening 
Argus. The Telegraph’s main report on the 
campaign was published a week before 
polling day. The report did not contain a 
single reference to the NF candidate, 
Sqn.Ldr. John Harrison-Broadley. 

The author of the main report in 
question, Mr. Guy Rais, did interview our 
candidate, but it was clear from the very first 
question he asked that he was only interested 
in writing a ‘smear’ story. His opening 
gambit was: “What is a man like you, with 
your service background, doing being a 
candidate for an unpopular organisation like 
the National Front, which has connections 
with Colin Jordan?” 

Our candidate replied that he was 
proud to stand as a representative of the NF, 
and that the NF was a non-Fascist and wholly 
democratic organisation. As Press Officer 
for the candidate, I supplemented this reply 
by saying: “You know quite well Mr. Rais 
that Mr. Jordan is not and never has been a 
member of the National Front and that Mr. 
Jordan’s organisation is proscribed by the NF 
Directorate. Your paper has received 
numerous statements from us on this very 
point.” 

The next day Mr. Rais’ report omitted 
all mention of Sqn.Ldr. Harrison-Broadley. 
When one of our members wrote to the 
Telegraph asking for the reason for the 
omission, the Deputy-News Editor stated that 
Mr. Rais objected to a member of the NF 
H.Q. staff answering for the candidate. This 
is humbug. Mr. Rais did not mention our 
candidate because he clearly was only 
interested in concocting a smear, and when 
his clumsy and ill-informed attempts in that 
direction were frustrated, he decided he 
would rather not mention our candidate at 


The suppressions of the Brighton 
Evening Argus were quite as blatant. During 
the period of his campaign Sqn.Ldr. Harrison- 
Broadley held four major campaign meetings. 
Of the first three of these the Argus. saw fit 
to grant our candidate a half of one sentence 
quote. Not a word of the candidate’s speech 
at his big meeting at Hove Town Hall, 
attended by more than 250 people, was 
quoted by the Argus. 


Contd. on page 20 
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= 4,000 AT 

) GENOTAPH 
IS BIGGEST 
EVER NF. 
TURNOUT 


Easily the biggest ever turn-out of National 
Front members and supporters assembled in London 
for the annual Remembrance Day march on November 
11th. NF National Headquarters has been claiming 
that party membership has doubled during the last 
year, sometimes perhaps with not everyone believing 
the claim. On this occasion firm proof was provided 
of enormous growth. At the same date last year a 
turn-out of about 1,500 reflected considerable progress 
from 1971. This year a column which was estimated 
by the police at close to 4 thousand marched to 
and away from the Cenotaph then to a big rally ina 
London theatre. 

The march, which was organised by the NF in 
collaboration with the Remembrance Association, left 
the Victoria area at 2.30 in the afternoon, with the 
fine pipe band and big flag column making a stirring 
spectacle. It proceeded up Victoria Street and 
Whitehall to the Cenotaph, where a moving ceremony 
took place. 

At the ceremony the NF’s leading ex-serviceman, 
Air Vice Marshal G. Pidcock, CB, CBE, RAF (Ret.) 
laid a wreath in memory of the Commonwealth war 
dead, which included the servicemen of Rhodesia and 
South Africa. Wreaths were also laid by Wing Com- 
mander Lewis-Whittam and Squadron Leader J. 
Harrison-Broadley, DFC, the NF candidate for Hove. 

Prayers were then conducted by the Rev. Brian 
Green. Finally, buglers played a last post before the 
column moved off. 

More people joined the column as it made its 
way to the meeting place. The theatre was packed to 
its capacity, with many people being unable to get in. 
To an impressive backstage display of red, white and 
blue, with Commonwealth flags as well as Union Jacks 
held by members of the flag column, short speeches 
were made by J. Kingsley Read, Roy Painter, Walter 
Barton, Wing Commander Lewis-Whittam, Martin 
Webster and John Tyndall, with Alan Smith, NF 
parliamentary candidate for Camden and Brent, in the 
chair. The meeting ended in a tremendous display of 
enthusiasm, with a collection of £1,250. 


PICTURES FROM THE PARADE: 

Top left: Column proceeds down Victoria Street led 
by pipe band; Centre left: Air Vice Marshal Pidcock 
lays wreath at Cenotaph; Bottom left: Buglers sound 
last post at Cenotaph. 
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Central 
Fund 


The National Front has launched a 
Central Fund for the purpose of meeting its 
administrative expenses in the fighting of 
the next General Election, in which it aims 
to put up 50 candidates. This fund is not to 
be confused with local branch funds. 

Branch funds will aim to raise the 
required sum for the fighting of their 
constituency campaigns, i.e. the placing of 
candidates’ deposits, the printing of their 
election literature and other general expenses. 

The Central Fund is to cover the ex- 
pense of administering the whole election 
campaign from headquarters and will include 
the extension of full time secretarial ‘and 
organisational staff as its main item. 

The Central Fund has been set a target 
of £10,000 a year for the next two years, 
starting from the Ist June 1973. 

Contributions and pledges for the first 
year, 1973—4, have so far totalled £6,689.53. 

We urge all supporters of the National 
Front to give generously so that we may raise 
the desired figure or at least get a substantial 
part of the way towards it. Contributions 
should be addressed to the National Front, 
50 Pawsons Road, Croydon, CRO 2QF. 
Cheques or postal orders should be made out 
to National Front, No. 2 account. 


NF Home 
Counties 
Social 


NF Head Office has 


organised a 
Christmas social which will take place on 
Saturday, December 22nd, from 7.00 p.m. 


onwards. The event is being officially 
organised by the Remembrance Day Assoc- 
iation, and details of the location of the 
venue, which will be in the central London 
area, will be given on tickets to be issued. 

Tickets will be £1.50 each. This will 
cover an extensive buffet, a disco, a band 
and a singer. Bar prices will be slightly 
cheaper than normal public bar prices. A 
part of the evening will be devoted to singing 
patriotic songs. This will be a great evening 
for all ages. 

It is regretted that the venue is only 
able to take 450 people, and so tickets will 
have to be apportioned to a limited number 
for each branch or group within the London 
and Home Counties area. We therefore 
propose to begin with that 15 tickets will be 
allocated to each branch and group in the 
area. Those wishing to attend should 
approach their local branch or group to 
obtain tickets. 

Please note — no tickets will be sold 
at the door. 


wohn Tyndall tours 


N. England 


National Front Chairman John Tyndall 
recently completed a six-day speaking tour 
of NF branches and groups in the North of 
England, during which he saw evidence of big 
growth in the area. 

The tour began with a meeting of the 
Sheffield group. This group is still small but 
has become stronger than at the beginning of 
the year, when there was almost no’ NF 
activity in Sheffield. At the meeting Mr. 
Tyndall discussed activities and tactics with 
local members. 

The following night the NF Chairman 
spoke at a meeting in Leeds, where 60—70 
people were present. Leeds is a real success 
story in 1973; beginning from the same 
position as Sheffield at the start of the year, 
it now has a large and rapidly growing 
membership, including a lot of extremely 
keen youngsters. 

On the third night Mr. Tyndall spoke 
at a meeting in Harrogate, where over 80 
people were present. Harrogate, from weak 
beginnings a short time ago, has become the 
strongest and best established branch in 
Yorkshire, although the town is by no means 
one of the biggest in the county. Much of 
this success is due to the highly competent 
leadership of local organiser Andrew Brons. 

From Harrogate Mr. Tyndall journeyed 
north to Newcastle, where he spoke at the 
first ever major NF meeting in the North East 
of England. Here the recent growth of the 
party has been quite outstanding and has 
seriously worried local left-wingers. The 
latter were out in force to try and disrupt 
the meeting. Due to the cowardice of the 
managership of the County Hotel, Newcastle 


where the meeting was originally booked, 
they succeeded in getting it moved from 
there to a supporter’s home, where nearly 
forty people crowded into a single room to 
hear the NF Chairman speak. The growth 
in the Tyneside area from almost nothing a 
year ago was perhaps the most encouraging 
feature of the whole tour. 

The following night Liverpool was the 
venue. Again local left-wingers sent mobs to 
disrupt the meeting and due to the same sort 
of cowardly premises management succeeded 
in getting the location of the meeting 
changed at the last moment. Liverpool NF, 
after being hindered by internal problems for 
the last year or so, has become much better 
organised in recent months and has attracted 
many new members of first rate quality and 
keenness. 

The final meeting was at Manchester, 
where 120 people assembled from the city 
and from surrounding districts. The meeting 
ended in great enthusiasm with the NF 
Chairman presenting a special award to 
Northern organiser Walter Barton from local 
members as a token of appreciation of his 
magnificent work for the movement. 


READ “SPARK” 


Spark is the National Front paper for 
students. It is published each university 
term by the National Front Students’ 
Association. Get Spark into your local 
university, college or school. Copies may be 
obtained at 2p each or Ip each for quantities 
of 50 or over, with a charge of 20p in the 
£ to cover postage, from: NFSA, 50 Pawsons 
Road, Croydon, CRO 2QF. 


The National Front is Britain’s fastest-growing party which 
says: “Put Britain and the British people first!’’. It is the true 
voice of the British people. Its main policies have been proved 
by one opinion poll after another to represent the views of the 
great majority of the British people. Find out more about the 
National Front by completing this form and sending it to: 


puts 
Britain 


First 


The Secretary, National Front, 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon 
CRO 2QF, Surrey. (Tel. 01-684 3730) 


The National Front needs money. It needs the funds to 
print leaflets, pamphlets and posters, to fight elections, to 
mount demonstrations, to organise the biggest patriotic 
movement in Britain. 

So invest in your country’s future. Send a donation to the 
National Front Fighting Fund today. It will be money well 


spent. 
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N.F. HAS 
UPHILL FIGHT 
AT HOVE 


Squadron Leader John Harrison- 
Broadley, DFC, obtained 1,409 votes in 
the recent Hove by-election, which rep- 
resented 3 per-cent of the poll. 

After the by-elections of Uxbridge 
and West Bromwich, and impressive results 
that the NF has obtained in numerous 
municipal elections, the vote at Hove is 
something of a disappointment. However, 
from experience of the area and electorate 
gained during the campaign, even the per- 
centage achieved was a very fair effort. 
Hove proved one of the most difficult 
areas of the country from the NF point 
of view, with a predominantly elderly 
population of staid Conservative habits, 
prepared in many cases to give the Liberals 
a try — perhaps from memories of Asquith 
and Lloyd George — but reluctant to try 
anything really radical and new. 

Squadron Leader Harrison-Broadley 
waged a very hard fight and was assisted 
with great dedication by his agent, Edward 
Budden, Brighton branch chairman, and 
a team of very loyal workers with help 
and guidance given from Headquarters by 
Martin Webster and Gordon Brown. 


The Lessons 


In these columns last September I 
made reference to the considerable agitation 


.among some members of the National Front 


that the NF should miss no opportunity to 
fight by-elections whenever they arose and 
to the implication that when we declined to 
contest a by-election the cause was pure 
inertia on the part of the leadership. I 
stressed the practical problems of engaging in 
a by-election contest while at the same time 
keeping the rest of the NF running — given 
our present resources of manpower and 
money, and I said that our policy when 
deciding to fight by-elections was to pick our 
area carefully and not commit ourselves when 
the ground was not favourable. 

When it became known that a by- 
election was due in the Hove constituency, 
agitation that we should contest it was 
immediate. I gained the impression that this 
eagerness was due much more to frustration 
at not having fought a by-election for several 
months than to an intelligent and informed 
assessment of the prospects for us in the area 
concerned. I had great doubts myself as to 
the wisdom of our taking part from the 
knowledge that I had of Hove. 

‘However, in the face of considerable 
clamour that we should fight, backed up by 
information from people who professed to 
know more about the area than me, I was 
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VICTIMS OF 


RED THUGGERY 


Paul Crowther, one of the NF’s ablest 
and keenest student members and a kingpin 
of the movement in Leeds, was set upon 
and viciously beaten up by a gang of 
International Socialists recently. The in- 
cident happened outside a public house, 
where Paul was alone. Several IS animals 
attacked him and flung him to the ground, 
where he was kicked unmercifully. He 
suffered injuries which have compelled him 
to have his teeth held in a special frame 
for several weeks. 

He is now on the way to recovery 
and is undeterred by his experience. Best 
of luck, Paul, and we look forward to 
seeing you in action again soon. 

We have also heard that Alderman 
William Owen, who stood as an NF can- 
didate in a recent municipal election in 
South Tyneside has had the window ~ of 
his shop smashed by local left-wingers. 
As the repair bill will be considerable, 
we are asking supporters all over the 
country to send contributions to help. Any 
surplus will go towards the Tyneside group 
funds. Mr. Owen’s address is: 185 Temple 
Park Road, South Shields, Co. Durham. 


of Hove 


prepared to admit that I might be wrong and 
I consented to give Hove a try. 

Despite an energetic campaign and a 
good candidate, we cannot exactly say that 
Hove was a success for us with a score of 
3 per-cent of the poll. It became fairly clear 
that this was far from ideal NF territory as 
the campaign went on. Our eventual vote 
was not too much of a surprise. 

Hove is now past. What matters for 
the future is that we should learn the lessons 
gained from it. I hope that we have learned 
the most important lesson, which is that we 
should at all times pick our ground carefully 
and not be rushed into fighting by-elections 
again just because some of us feel that it is 
‘about time’. 

I am not here trying to disclaim 
responsibility for Hove and to push it all 
onto others. The responsibility is mine as 
leader of the National Front in so far as I 
allowed myself to be swayed by the reports 
and the clamour of other people and agreed 
that we should fight. 

The Hove campaign has at least had 
the positive effect that it has given us practice 
and experience, as well as taught us lessons, 
and that, in addition, it has resulted in an 
encouraging recruitment of new members 
from the area. 

JOHN TYNDALL 
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TROUBLE SHOOTING 
Contd. from page 17 


Even the Marxist-Leninist candidate — 
who did not officially allow the Press into 
her meetings, who did not grant interviews 
to the Press, who did not have committee 
rooms in the constituency, and whose cam- 
paign was almost non-existent, was accorded 


more coverage than the NF candidate, who . 


co-operated fully with the press and who 
held daily press conferences. Where tiny 
news stories about the NF campaign were 
published — mostly without quotes from our 
candidate — they were hidden away at the 
back of the paper. 

The ‘coverage’ which the Argus 
accorded our candidate should cause no 
surprise to Spearhead readers of long 
standing, for they will know that the Argus 
is part of the Westminster Press local news- 
paper group, whose Editorial Director is 
Mr. Jim Rose, author of the Penguin/ 
Community Relations Commission book 
Colour and Citizenship in Britain. The 
Westminster Press Group, in: its turn, is 
owned by the publishing conglomerate 
Pearsons, which owns the Longmans Green, 
Penguin Books and numerous other book 
publishing companies, hundreds of local 
newspapers, and is a major shareholder in 
Yorkshire Television. 

The front-man Chairman of this mind- 
bending empire is Lord Cowdray, but the real 
masters of the set-up are Lord Cowdray’s 
partners, Messrs. Lazards, the New York 
international bankers. Sitting on the Board 
of Pearsons is Mr. W. B. Morrell,-who also 
sat on the board of the Rowntree Trust when 
it made a donation of scores of thousands of 
pounds to the FRELIMO communist 
terrorists in Africa. 

The existence of the national Press as 
a~-weapon of the Establishment against the 
National Front is a fact we are going to 
have to learn to live with. But it is not a 
fact that should cause us undue dismay, 
because press hostility against us has been 
sustained ever since our party was formed, 
yet we have grown and grown. 

When we held our first Remembrance 
Day it was supported by not more than 30 
people. Six years later our parade was 
supported by close to 4,000 people. At 
the last General Election we were only able 
to nominate 10 candidates. At the next 
General Election we shall have at least 50 
candidates. 

This growth, despite Press hostility, has 
come about because we have developed our 
own independent medium for getting through 
to the public: leafletting. This may not seem 
a significant medium, but when it is remem- 
bered that the NF prints and distributes door 
to door at least half a million leaflets each 
month, then it can be appreciated that we 


are reaching and influencing an awful lot of.- 


people. That is why we are growing, and 
that is why the Establishment grows more 
frightened of us as each month goes by. 


